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reason that [ had no other committee duty to per- 
form, the standing committees of which I was a 
member never having been called together during | 
a session of ten months. My sympathies and 
feelings were enlisted for Mr. Ritchie when the in- )) 
vestigation commenced. I cherished the hope most | 
ardently that he would go through with it and sus- 
tain himself, thereby enabling his party friends to | 
sustain him, especially when T learned that he con- 
sidered the investigation an imputation upon him, 
But, sir, as that investigation progressed, I saw, 
with regret, one plank after another removed, by 
the testimony of credible witnesses, until there was | 
not a splinter or spar left upon which he or his 
friends could safely stand. Fidelity to the country |; 
and my own conscience demanded that I should || 
disclose the corruption which the evidence proved || 
to exist, especially as his particular friends upon | 
this floor denied the committee the privilege of |! 
bringing it before the House previous to action || 
upon his claim. So much, then, Mr. Speaker, for 
my ‘‘hostility’’ to Mr. Ritchie. 
Instead of dealing harshly with Mr. Ritchie at || 
the last session, I will demonstrate all the material || 
facts then stated, together with others, which will 
convince the House that my feelings then were 
tempered much more with mercy to him, than jus- || 
tice to the country. He has found time to prepare || 
a pamphlet of seventy-six pages, which each mem- | 
ber has received, but has had no time, or perhaps | 
less inclination, to furnish the House with a sum- | 
mary of the work actually executed, with the cgst 
of labor and materials. If he had devoted himself || 
to making an exposition of his losses, specifically, 
he would have understood much better their ex- | 
tent, and this House could have acted with much 
more judgment in voting him relief, for then mem- 
bers could have known what his losses were, and 
how much he was entitked to receive to make him 
whole. Is there a member on this floor who has 
data which will justify him in fixing the amount || 
at $1,000 or $50,000? 'The special committee have || 
more knowledge on the subject than any other 
single member, and I am very sure that some of that 
committee de not estimate his losses very heavy. 
If he retains the unconscionable charge of $12,500 
for printing ten thousand copies of the opinions of || 
the judges, a pamphlet of one hundred and eighty 
pages; is tolerated in charging for double composi- 
tion of the same document, ‘* ordered at the same || 
time by the Senate and House;”’’ if no deduction || 
Is sale by Congress for inferior paper used in 
violation of the letter of his contract, whereby he || 
saves $20,000; and he realizes a net profit of $6,000 || 
on binding the extra documents, as he surely will,— |, 
then I have no hesitation in giving it as my opinion, 
that he will lose nothing, if his business has been 
conducted with ordinary prudence. If Mr. Ritchie 
had fulfilled his contract in strict conformity to its 
specifications, and made no charges other than 
those authorized by it, his loss would have been 
about $40,000. *¢ departing from the contract in 
so many essential particulars he saves $40,000, | 
and secures himself from general Joss on the work. 
{ gave an intimation to this effect at the last session; 
and the fact of Mr. Ritchie’s declining or neglecting 
to state his accounts, and show his losses item by 
item, (and he is the only person who could make’ 
such an exhibit, no other having access to his 
books and accounts,) confirms me in the impres- 
sion, that his losses are trifling if anything, and | 
that he will be much more likely to succeed in | 
passing his relief bill by relying upon a general || 
declaration of losses, whereby he can excite the i 
tender. compassion of the “ liberal and magnani- || 
mous,’’ rather than to resort to that antiquated and || 
cruel mode of obtaining relief, by making a fair 
exhibit of actual losses, and then let the measure 
of relief equal the loss. It seems now, that a Gov- 
ernment contractor evinces the utmost verdancy in 
merely demanding a restitution of his losses by a 
contract; the progress of the age writes him 
down a fool if he fails to make a fortune out of a 
losing bargain with the Government. For one of | 
these contractors, after a full knowledge that the | 
work*was taken very low, said to K. Woodward, 
upon being interrogated by the latter how he ex- 
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| pected that money could be made out of the con- I 


| the printers to Congress, having of necessity to 


‘prices of 1819? Does any member give a vote 


| tion? Suppose the interrogatory is PP to 


| man offers to do the work embraced in Belt’s 
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tracts? replied, that ‘* he would not take §20,000 | 
for the contracts.’’ Woodward inferred from the | 


| conversation, that it was expected that Congress | 


would relieve the contractors. 1 
Mr. Speaker, this brings me now to consider 


'| the report submitted by the Committee on Print- || 


ing. I have very great respect for my friend, {Mr. 


| MeWiuis,] the chairman of that committee, as | 
| well as the other members, and would defer most 
| respectfully to his opinion upon a question with 


which he is familiar. He has, however, not taken 
any testimony as to the actual loss sustained by 


depend alone upon the exaggerated anticipation of 
loss which the contractors have so industriously 
circulated through every aisle in this Hall. Be- | 
sides, no member of that committee is a practical | 
printer, nor has either of them been heretofore | 
connected with the printing business. Their brief 
service on that committee is the only schooling | 
they have ever had; and I submit, the course is | 
not ag extensive as the one whfth the special com- }| 
mittee have taken. I cannot, therefore, give my 
assent to their report, and will now proceed .to | 
give my reasons for opposing it. 
The bill proposes to pay the contractors for all 
the printing of the Thirty-first Congress executed, 
and to be executed, the prices of the joint resolu- | 
tion of 1819, deducting fifty per cent. therefrom. 
How many members here know anything of the 


satisfactory even to himself, which annuls a con- | 
tract voluntarily entered into by the Government 

and the contractors, and substitutes in lieu thereof || 
a scale of prices which they do not understand, | 


' adopted more than thirty years’ago? What if | 


one of your constituents should solicit an expla- | 


nation of your vote, could you give him informa- | 
you: How much did you give Mr. Ritchie to |) 
make up his losses? No member on this floor | 
can answer the question. You donot appropriate || 
money to carry on any of the Departments of the } 
Government until the proper officer submits esti- 

mates which inform you the amount demanded 
in figures, and the objects and purposes for which 


' 


| 
| it is to be expended. But you are to depart from | 
'| this wholesome practice; annul a solemn bonded | 


contract made by parties who were able and will- 
ing to contract, and who actually did contract | 


i 


|| fairly—neither party being overreached or de- H] 


ceived, every stipulation plainly set forth in printed || 
proposals; without a figure or fact showing a ne- |, 
cessity for abrogating the contract; no evidence of || 
loss to one of the contracting parties but broad 


assertion, and set up in its stead a compen- | 
| sation you do not understand, and vote away the | 
‘| money of your constituents with no conception 
‘of the amount, especially when the opening of 
| the bids for the printing of the next (the Twenty- 


‘ 2 | 
second) Congress on Saturday, the 8th instant, 
discloses the remarkable fact that a responsible | 


class, No. 5, at even a less price than he is now | 
aid; and it is understood that two responsible 
idders have offered proposals less than is paid 
for the other classes under the existing contract. 
Is the House prepared for such blind and unpre- | 
cedented legislation? Are you determined to be | 
liberal and generous to these contractors, and un- | 
faithful and forgetful of your constituents? Let | 
me conjure gentlemen, if they desire to become | 
distinguished for their liberality, to draw their |, 
drafts on their own resources. That will give | 
them the most feeling appreciation of the virtue | 
they would aspire to; butas agents, let them spare | 
the funds of their principals in building up for || 
themselves an ostentatious and hollow liberality. 
As individuals you may venture on liberality, but 
as trustees of the funds of others it is your duty 
to be just. If to insist upon the fulfillment of a 
fair contract makes one a ‘‘ Shylock,” then, sir, | 
the laws of every civilized country are framed to 
make*all its subjects ‘*Shylocks.”” Our courts |) 
are occupied almost constantly while in session in 
enforcing contracts. The peace, happiness, and-|j 
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| 
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prosperity of society demand it, and every good 
Government provides. the necessary laws for en- 
forcing the performance of contracts, 

Your liberality is appealed to by Mr. Ritchie, to 
relieve him from what he is pleased to term ruinous 
losses. ‘There would be some equity in the appli- 
cation if be would make a faithful exhibit of his 
profits on work heretofore executed, and after dis- 
counting them against the losses of the present 
contract, ask compensation for the balance. It has 
been said, and never authoritatively denied, that 
Ritchie & Heiss realized a net profit of more than 
$100,000 on the printing of the Twenty-ninth Con- 
gress. With what justice can he now ask to be 
paid losses on the printing of the Thirty-first Con- 
gress, without elesten to the Government a por- 
tion at least of the enormous profits heretofore 


| realized? ‘There is just as great propriety in Con- 


gress, one of the contracting parties, demanding 


| that Mr. Ritchie should disgorge a part of bis for- 


mer profits, far beyond the legitimate earnings of 
the labor and capital employed, asthat Mr. Ritchie, 
the other one of the contracting parties, should 
demand compensation for losses sustained in a sec- 
ond contract. If Congress unwittingly paid exor- 
bitant prices for its work for the Twenty-ninth 
Congress, and afterwards adopted a different sys- 
tem of letting it, by receiving sealed proposals 
from all the world, and the contractor ate aa job 
less profitable than the previous one, is that a rea- 
son why he should be relieved? Surely not. 

But what do you propose shall be the douceur 
given to the contractors by this bill? The answer 
must, in a great measure, be merely conjectural. 
My own opinion, founded upon the closest inves- 
tigation | have been able to give the subject, is, that 
the passage of the bill now on your table will en- 
able the contractors to realize a net profit of at 
least $25,000, and perhaps it may reach $35,000. 

atent Office report alone, 
under this bill which you are asked to pass, will 
be $58,949 48° ‘The actual cost to the contractor, 
including labor and materials, is $32,760 42. The 
amount which he will receive, deducting the fifty 


| per cent. from the pricas fixed by the joint resolu- 


tion of 1819, will be $91,709 91, giving him the 
net profit before stated. If he is paid according to 
contract prices, he will receive for the same work 
$38,242 02—his profit at the existing contract 


| prices being $5,481 60. 


The House will perceive the effect of changing 
the compensation from the contract to the prices 
of 1819 on this document. The profits are equally 
great in proportion for all such documents, ns large 
editions lode been ordered by Congress. For ex- 


| ample; the President’s message and accompanying 


documents, where fifteen thousand extra copies 
were ordered; the California message, &c.; and it 


| is these large editions which swell so much the 
| printer’s account. It is due to candor that I should 
| say that when the edition is small, only embracing 
| what is termed the regular number, (about two 


thousand five hundred copies,) the compensation 
of the printer is not so great in proportion under 
the resolution of 1819 as for the long numbers. It 
is the press-work which runs up so enormously 


| the cost of a large edition. For example: two 


thousand five hundred copies of a document worth 
but $2,500, requires as much labor in composition, 
proof-reading, &c., as ten thousand copies for 
which the printe? would receive $10,000; and the 
only additional expense incurred in finishing off 
the seven thousand five hundred additional copies 
would be the paper, presswork, and folding. Bat 
the question may be propounded, why the prices 


| of 1819 for presswork are so unreasonable now? 


The inventions for facilitating the press-work have 
been most extraordinary sifice then, and [am not 
sure that the labor saving in that department of 
the arts is not greater than in all others. A steam- 
engine will drive almost any number of presses. 
In the Union office there are six presses, which 
require the services of twenty-two boys and four 
men—in all twenty-six. “They will dispatch as 
much printing in the same ‘time as seventy-eight 

rgsses and one hundred and fifty-six men would 
aa done in 1819. Now, sir, can the prices of 
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that day be the proper basis of compensation for | 
the present printers to Congress? If we were de-.)| 
sirous of making a contract for any purpose, would | 
we have reference to existing prices, or to those 
that ruled thirty years ago? I apprehend, sir, 





that the reason why these antiquated prices are | 


pressed with so much pertinacity upon us is, that 
the printer expects to line his pockets with Gov- 
ernment gold, upon the reasonable assumption that 
this House i# ignorant of the magnificent liberal- 
ity it is to bestow by passing the bill. An insu- 


perable objection, then, Mr. Speaker, to this bill | 
that Congress, in annviling a fair contract, | 


adopts a tariff of charges entirely antiquated, inap- 
propriate to the time, and that it does not know 
whether the douceur is one or one hundred thou- 
sand dollars. 

It has been said that the census printing was 
taken from the contractors, out of which they ex- 
pected to make up all losses. Now, sir, | reiterate 
the assertion, thatthat printing could not have 
been considered as belonging ex officio to the pub- 
lic printer, and I will apply two tests which will 
show that the present contractors themselves 
could not have reasonably anticipated it. Suppose 
the printing had been let, a class each, to five con- 
tractors, a8 it might well have happened, when 
thre contract was given to the lowest bidder, who 
would have been entitled to the census printing as 
public printer? The contractor of class No. 1 
would have been as much entitled to it as No. 2, 
and No. 3 have had equal claims with either, 
and so on. The proposals required separate bids 
on each of the five classes, and the lowest bid- 
der on each to be the contractor of that class. 
Now, with what reason could the present con- 
tractors anticipate, with so much confidence as 
greatly to redace their bids, that they would get all 
the contracts, and thereby become ex officio the 
census printers? No human foresight could have 
antitipated the result of the opening of the various 
bids, (and be it remembered, there was a number 
of bidders on each class,) unless they played with 
* stocked cards.” } 

a visionary and hap-hazard calculation, if indeed 
the census printing was ever thought of by them 
in framing the bids, was most readily frustrated. 
They did not get all the classes—one class was as- 
signed to John T. Towers, who has promptly and 
faithfully executed his contract. Is he not the 


public printer as well as these contractors? And | 


if the census printing belongs ex officio to the pub- 
lie printer, is not Mr. ‘lowers as justly entitled to 


claim it as Mr. Ritchie? What rule of justice or | 


fairness would give Mr. Ritchie the census print- 


ing as public printer in preference to Towers? | 


The latter has entered into bond to execute all the 
printing in the first class, and is entitled to all the 
privileges and immunities of public printer. The 


printing of the census blanks was done by the | 
publie printer in 1840—then one printer did all the | 
Not ex officio | 
as public printer, but by a clause in the act of 


work; but how did he get the job? 


1839, which directed the Secretary of State to have 
the printing executed by the public printer. The 
other test which I apply to this case, to annihilate 
the pretence which Ras been set up, that Congress 
has violated the contract on its part, and cannot, 
therefore, demand its performance by the contract- 
ors, is to refer the House to the manner of paying 


the census printer in 1840. It was not paid for by || 


the officers of the House; it was not charged to 
the contingent fund of the House; the accounts 
were not audited by either the Committees on 
Printing or Accounts. On the contrary, sir, the 
accounts were vouched, audited, and paid for at 
the Department, in the same mgnner as all other 
department printing. 


It is, then, very apparent, Mr. Speaker, that the 
complaint set up by these contractors, that the 
census printing was their legitimate right under 
the contract, is an after-thought—they never were 
entitled te it, and when they bid they could not 


have framed the bids with reference to it. 
Another cause of Sl complaint by Mr. 


Ritchie is, that the binding of the regular docu- 
ments was ex officio the job of the public printer, | 


it having been enjoyéd by his 


job was taken from 


and given to another actor. 
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sation pro tanto for the withdrawal from him of || the contracts—he expected Congress woe ms 
work which he had a legitimate right to calculate |! lieve them.” And if you pass this bill, he may con. 
he would execute, and out of which he could | gratulate himself on his foresight and jadement. 

, 


The sequel showed that such 


| 
redecessor, out of | on Printing, [Mr. Mc Wurtie,] ghrough whom he 
which he realized a profit of $6,000; and that the i 
im by the Board of Printing, 
When I first heard 
this, and received the impression that it was taken | } 
from him after his contract was declared, I was | fore.”” How wonderfully patriotic! He said to 


have made profit. But, sir, an understanding of | for I thmk it doubtful if he would take twice that 


|| the facts dissipates even this pretension; and a | 
resort to such flimsey ad captandum reasons to | 
secure relief, shows the little real foundation which 
that bill before you has wpon your sense of jus- 
tice. At the same time that proposals were in- 
vited for the public printing two years ago, pro- 
posals were also invited for the binding of the 
regular documents. The present contractor for 
binding obtained his contraet by being the lowest 
bidder, at the same time Mr. Ritchie secured the 
| printing. How, then,could Mr. R. haveconcluded 
that he would be entitled to the binding, when he 
did not even propose a bid? The binding for this 
Congress is i at one half the price paid Wen- 
dell for similar work. 
| ‘There is no dispute as to the fact that the contract- 
| ors have used the best paper, weighing thirty-eight 
| pounds to the ream, only in printing the regular num- 
berof each document; the extra numbers, constitu- 
ting three fourths of all, which wesend home to our 
constituents, being printed on a much cheaper and 
inferior quality of paper, weighing not more than 
thirty-two pounds to the ream. ‘The excuse of- 
fered is, that it has been customary heretofore to 
do the same thing. Well, sir, the Board on Print- 
ing seems to have Been aware of that fact, and took 





| Mr. Hickey, their secretary, says on oath, that 
| **the only sample of paper and printing shown, was 
| *the Coal Report of Professor Johnson, made at 
‘the first session of the 'Twenty-eighth Congress. 
‘The sample at the last lettings (for the Thirtieth 
| * Congress) was the same, and it was attached to 
*the contract. But the board thought the best 

| * way, in consequence of the deviation by the last 
‘contractor, [Wendell,] for the new lettings, was 
‘to specify the weight of the paper and its quality, 
‘and the bidders were notified that a clause to this 
‘ effect would be in the contract, and it was so in- 
*serted.’”? And, Mr. Speaker, you will find that 
the contract requires all the printing to be done on 
4 weighing thirty-eight pounds to the ream. 
ill any one seriously set up a custom as an ex- 
cuse for violating a contract, when the contract it- 
self so explicitly and purposely negatives and re- 
pudiates that custom? By this departure from his 
contract, Mr. Ritchie has saved $1 45 per ream 
on every ream used for the extra numbers; which 

aggregated will make near $20,000. 

Wendell jost some $18,000 by his contract ; and 
as these contractors have taken the work at a less 
price, their loss is consequently said to be greater. 
He says that the prices of 1819, deducting fifty- 

| six per cent., would make him whole; and the 
same thing would, of course, result to Mr. Ritchie. 
But Mr. R. could well afford to take less; for 


and material for his office—he had to purchase 
everything new before commencing. Mr. Ritchie 
| had the presses and much of the type idle in the 

Union office, and would notlose, therefore,as much 
| as Wendell at the same prices. 

It is conceded upon all sides, that the contractors 
| knew when they bid that the prices were low, 
| perhaps too low—the testimony taken before the 
committee proves that; the declarations of Tren- 
holm show that the contracts were taken for Mr. 
Ritchie’s benefit. He acknowledges his interest 


| as early as the 22d March, about one month after | 
the contracts were declared, and Mr. Farnham, | 


the paper dealer, testifies that he sells Mr. Ritchie 
all the paper he has used for the newspaper, and 
for Congressional printing; that he keeps but one 
account, and that is against Mr. Ritchie alone; that 
| he is paid by Mr. Ritchie’s draft; that the accounts 
for the newspaper and Congressional paper are 
not separated or distinguished. ‘There can be but 
| little doubt that he was from the beginning the real 
party interested in the bids, allowing Ty 


| reasons assigned for taking the contracts so low, 
|| are as numerous as they are curious. Trenholm 
said to my friend, the chairman of the Committee 


| was importuning Congress to relieve him, that ‘‘the 
| enly reason of his taking the contracts so low was 


ing well executed, it having been badly done be- 


convinced of the equity of his claim for compen- || K. Woopwarp “ he would not take $20,000 for 


—— 


| their intention to establish another Democratic 
| the most special pains to prevent its recurrence. j 


‘ 


sum then. It may be, sir, that personal ranco 
and hostility to Jokm C. Rives will farnish ed 
reason for taking the contracts so low. Mr, 
Ritchie said to Senator Hasmry, “ that Rives 
‘should not do any of the work; he has already a 
| ‘contract under the Government, of which he is 
‘making money, and I will do the present printing 
‘at any loss rather than he should have it.” 4, 
other reason assigned was, that * it was expected 
‘the present Congress would be Democratic, and jg 
* so, thesystem would be abrogated and Mr. Ritchie 
‘would get the benefit.” All these reasons hays 
been assigned by Mr. Ritchie or his friends fo, 
taking the contracts so low; and doubtless they 
| had their weight with the contractors in framine 
their bids; but still a prudent mind could hardly 
credit that such a heavy pecuniary responsibility 
would be ineurred on such contingencies. The 
true explanation, as I conceive, for the low bids 
is deducible from the testimony of two of the 


Witnesses examined before the select committee. 


| After the advertisement inviting proposals for the 


inting of this Congress had been published, 
| Messrs. Washington & Flinn, of this city, de- 
_termined to submit a bid; if successful, it was 


paper, and a gentleman of character and talents 
was written to for the purpose of obtaining him 


|| as editor. Flinn was a practical printer, but 
| Washington was wholly mexperienced. They 


determined to associate with them an experienced 


| pressman, neither of them having any knowledge 


of that branch of the business. They consulted 
one Gordon, the foreman in the press-room of the 
| Upion office, and offered him an interest in the 
contract if it was obtained, communicating to him 
| fully their purpose of establishing a new paper. 
He assented to the arrangement, as Flinn under- 
stood, and actually furnished them with data upon 
which they might predicate a safe and profitable 
bid. The bid was framed according to Gordon's 
suggestion, and handed to the Secretary of the 
Printing Board. Gordon, in his evidence, denies 
that he consented to become one of the partners in 
the firm, but acknowledged that Flinn said ‘if 
| *he got the printing he would force Ritchie to sell 
| *the Union, or he would set up a new office over 

‘his head; that he had good backers in the Senate. 

‘ J (Gordon) communicated all these facts to Messrs. 
| * Ritchie& Trenholm. I had not seen either Belt’s 





Wendell includes in his calculation all the presses || 


renholm |) 
| perhaps some commission in lieu of wages. The | 


that he felt some pride in having the public print- | 


‘or Trenholm’s bid before, but J know these bids 
* were changed in consequence of this information, and 
| * that to secure the contracts they were placed lower than 
| * the bidders originally designed.”’ hen the bids 
| were opened, it was found that Flinn & Washing- 
ton were the next lowest bidders to Belt on the 
second, third, and fourth classes, and to Trenholim 
on the fifth class, and that they would have 
“obtained the three first classes but for Gordon’s 
| betrayal. This furnishes a key which explains 
the whole transaction. It appeared strange that 
two brothers-in-law, Belt & Trenholm, working 
in the same office, should each submit bids; but 
if my conjecture is right, this is the explanation: 
| When Gordon made the communication, Tren- 
'holm’s bid had already been deposited, and it 
_ was determined, rather than subject Gordon to any 
suspicion by withdrawing Trenholm’s bid, that 
another bid should be prepared in the name of 
Belt, and that his prices should be fixed lower 
‘than Flinn & Washington’s; consequently Belt 
underbid them on the 2d, 3d, and 4th classes, and 
obtained the contracts—Trenholm’s bid being 
doubtless lower on the fifth class originally than 
| the other firm; Belt bid above both of them. But 
_ the important fact which this evidence of Gordon 
& Flinn developes is this, that Mr. Ritchie, to de- 
feat the establishment of another Democratic paper 
here, determined to have the contracts at all haz- 
|| ards, be the loss what it might; and he perhaps 
|| acted wisely, looking to his pecumary interests. 
'| The oe a a oe the oe 
he pai igin a sum for its purchase, 
| an doubtless had festa its materials, furni- 
‘ture, &é, The buildings, presses, good-will, &c., 
were worth then $50,000, at least. Another paper 
here, which would reduce his subscription list,a 
lead perhaps to intestine bickering in the party, 
would have materially depreciated the value‘of the 





\. Union office,and shorn him of some of the power 
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which he wielded through the columns of his 
oress; superadded to this, the contingent hope that 
the party would be in power in both Houses, and 
would relieve him from loss, may have well 
authorized him in taking the contracts low. He 
obtained them, defeated the project of Flinn & 
Washington, and prevented thereby the depreci- 
ation in the value of his paper to the tune of several 
thousand dollars. Butnotcontented with that suc- 
cess, he now importunes you to release him from 
hiscontract. Will youdo it? Will you allow him 
thousands of dollars more for doing the printing 


> | 


of Congress than others offered to do it for 
you at? For it must not be forgotten that the 
hids of Fiinn & Washington were but a fraction 
larger than these contractors. If you relieve Mr. 
Ritchie, what justice do re propose to mete out 
to Towers? e obtaine 

class by submitting lower proposals than the con- 
tractors who now importune you most immodestly; 


the printing of the first | 





and because he has executed his work promptly 
and faithfully, strictly according to the specifica- | 


tions, and has made no petitio 
muneration, you will admeasu 

of your generous liberality out of the people’s 
money. } 
printers to the last Congress, and the first con- 
tractors under the system of letting the printing to 
the lowest bidders. They had no experience to 
direct them in framing-their bids. ti was with 
them an untried experiment. They executed the 


work under that contract, and with as much prompt- | 
itude and fidelity as Mr. Ritchie, at a loss to them- | 


selves of $18,000. Mir. Ritchie had all the lights 
which their experience furnished, and undertook 
voluntarily the contract he now seeks so importu- 
nately to cancel. 
of justice of thie House consent to vote thousands 


of dollars of profit to one contractor, as this bill | 


roposes, without at least indemnifying the full 
8 of another equally meritorious? 

The agricultural part of the Patent Office report 
for 1849 still lingers in the hands of these ‘* faith- 
fuland prompt” contractors, when our constituents 


should have received them at least six months ago. | 


Many of the documents ordered at the last session 
are now just making their way into the light of 
day; but still these contractors ‘* have done more 


work, and delivered it as promptly, as their prede- | 

neretofore made a | 
moderate fortune out of the public printing, but | 
now, threatened with loss, he appeals to Congress | 


cessors!”? Mr. Ritchie has 


to rescind the bargain of his own making, that he 
may add liberally to that fortune. His age and 
services are pointed to as an argument in his be- 
half. They may very properly stimulate a be- 
coming respect for him, but do not furnish a sound 


reason for quartering him on the Treasury of this | 


Republic. 


. Mr. Speaker, | have gone more elaborately into | 
this subject than I desired, but it was necessary | 
to vindicate myself from the imputation of igno-.| 


rance, whtch was so flippantly made through the 
columns of the Union against me. 

I know, sir, that I shall be fiercely assailed—for 
that man is unfortunate indeed who thrusts him- 
self between the lionggnd his prey—but I expect 
the independent press of the country to do me 
justice. I have exposed the parties implicated in 
this transaction boldly and fearlessly, not with the 
hope of making reputation, but for the sake of the 
country and my conscience. And, sir, whilst it 
ts my desire to cherish the kindliest relations to- 
wards my fellow-man, yet I will permit no per- 
sonal considerations to swerve me from the per- 
formance of my convictions of Oa 


Now, sir, how could the sense | 


I may have | 


for increased re- | 
to him no farthing | 


Wendell & Van Benthuysen were the | 





misconceived this whole subject; if so, I will have i] 


the magnanimity, when convinced of my error, to 
repair the injury. But until more light is dissemi- 


nated upon the question, it is my duty to protest 
most earnest 


upon the Clerk’s desk. 


-lbstract of some of the material parts of the testimony 
taken before the Select Committee to investig gle the 
public printing: 

{P.6.] Wenpewt says: “The contracts of Wendell & 


Van Benthuysen were sixty-six and two thirds per cent. less 
than the price of 1819. They lost $18,000. Tenor eleven 


per cent. would save them from loss. Their entire material 
was new.*? 

(P. 7.) “Trenholm has repeatedly said that the object 
of the low bidding was to break up the contract system. 
The party would break it up, and Mr. Ritchie would get the 
benefit.” (P. 8.] “Trenholm always spoke of Mr. Ritchie as 
the real contractor. Trenholm declared the day the bids 





ly against the passage of the bill now | 


| 


were opened that Mr. Ritchie meant to have the contract if 
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he took it for a hundred thousand dollars less than the work | 


could be done for.”” . 


[P.8.} “Trenholm informed witness that the public 


printing was delayed on purpose, and for the object to break 
up the contract system, and thereby restore the old system.” 

i. 10.) Lem. Towers: “I do not regard the price of 
1819 as a standard for calculating work. Trenholm said he 
would make Congress sick enough of the contract.”’ 


Mr. Assvury Dickins, Secretary of the Senate, [p. 16, | 


17, 18,] said: “The printers’ original bill for printing 
the opinions of the Judges of the Supreme Court was at the 
rate of $2 a page for every one hundred copies; and ten 
thousand copies were ordered to be printed under resolu 
tion of the Senate of March 20,1849. Mr. Trenholm pre 
sented the bill. He presents all the bills. After the passage 
of the resolution ordering ten thousand cepies of the opin 
ions of the Judges of the Supreme Court, Mr. Tren):olm 
called on me, and, in the course of conversation, mentioned 
that the prices of printing the work would be regulated by 
the price for non-enumerated work, (part C, class 5.) I 
said that such a charge would make the work exceedingly 
costly; and added, that I could not give it out, unless { 
should have conferred with General Foote, the mover of the 
resolution. I then saw General Foote, and mentioned to 


him the circumstances ofthe case, and suggested that there | 


should be a limitation to the sum to be paid for the work. 
He said that he would attend to it; and, in the course 
of the same day, he informed me that he had seen Mr. 
Ritchie, and that Mr. Ritchie had at onee, and in the hand- 
somest manner, agreed to a reduction ; and, the day after, 
General Foote, the author of the resolution, handed me the 
following letter : 
“ Wasnineton, March 22, 1849. 

‘Dear Sir: After the passage of the resolution of the 
Senate, directing ten thousand copies of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court to be printed, [ ascertained that the 
suin would be very large if the printing were done under 
the class to which it properly belongs under Mr. Belt’s 
contract, which is executed at my office, under an agree- 
ment with him; and I determined, and so expressed my- 
self, that I could not accept more than a reasonabie sum for 
the work, although that is, perhaps, the only class of work 
that will yield a profit under the contract. 

**T now repeat in writing, and hereby desire you to enter 
itas a part of the contract, or to retain this paper as a mod 
ification of the contract, that neither Mr. Belt nor myselt, 
nor any one under us, will accept more than #1 25 per copy 
for the publication, no matter how large the volume may 
be. Some have estimated the work as probably amounting 
to $60,000; this is, therefore, to release and relinquish all 
claim beyond $12,500, in any event. 

“Mr. Belt wiil also subseribe this paper, as evidence of 
his consent and union in the release and relinquishment. 

** As witness our hands and seals, this 22d March, 1849. 

“THOMAS RITCHIE. [t. 8.]} 
“W. M. BELT. {u. s.] 
“ Witness as to both: T. Green. 
‘Mr. A. Dickins, Secretary of the Senate.” 


“< When the work was done, Mr. Trenholm rendered the 
account. I reminded him that, when the limitation was 
fixed, it was supposed that the work would be twice as 
large, and that there ought to be a reduction. He said that 
it might be the only article upon which they could make 
profits, and, as they had already made a great reduction, 
they ought to be allowed the amount of this bill. Under the 
authority of the joint resolution of the last session of Con 
gress, the Clerk of the House and I examined the account, 
and, having carefully referred to the terms of the contract, 


we were satisfied that it came under the part of the contract || 


referred to, and paid 312,500 for the work.”’ 

In answer to a question by Mr. Wentworth, Mr. Dick- 
ins said: 

‘* When the resolution was passed, the opinions had not 
been received—indeed, I think they had not been written 
out by the judges. 
to contain these opinions would contain about three hundred 
(300) pages.’ 

[P. 18.] Joun Tuos. Clements: “ The binding in no case 
equalled the copy placed on the members’ desks. The head 


The impression then was that the book | 





| 
{| 
| 
\ 
printing.” 
| 


| contract to fet us execute the binding. The aciie) cost of 
binding is $990 per hundred copies.” [P. 28.) “ No bids were 
invited or advertised (for binding the extra numbers,) and 

| the first we knew the printing committee had given the 

| whole to Trenholm. If bids had been invited the work 
would have been done for less than the contract price.” 

[P. 30.) Joun 8. Bayan: “Trenholm said the contracts 
of Wendall & Van Benthuysen were too low. After the 
contracts for the printing of the Thirty-first Congress were 
declared, ‘Trenholm said that the contract system was all 

| Wrong, and ought to be broken up. Witness inferred that 
the contractors did not intend to execute the contracts, from 
various conversations.’’ 

[P. 34.) Joun C. Rives: “The impression of witness is, 
that Ritchie & Heiss cleared more than money enough out 
of the printing of the Patent Office report for the first ses- 
sien of T'wenty-ninth Congress to pay for the whole estab- 
| lishment. Trenholm told witness that the job was so profit 
| able that the Department withdrew some of the copy 
| (matter) at the instance of the printers, test there might be 
| some noise made in Congress at the heavy profits realized 
| for printing.” ’ 

; [Page 3+.) “Blair & Rives worked their hands wntil 

; eleven o'clock at night when President’s message and other 

i documents were on hand of pressing importance. It costs 
from forty to filty per cent. more to set up type on Congress 
work at night than by the day.” 

{p. 38] R. H. Gattaner “ was a bidder for the public 


[Page 39.) “ Mr. Hickey, a clerk in the Senate, showed 
him a sample of the paper and printing. The paper was to 
| weigh not less than nineteen pounds to the single ream, or 
| thirty-eight pounds to the double ream. No intimation waa 
} given to witness that one kind of paper could be used for 
} the regular numbers distributed here, and another fer the 

extra numbers sent by members of Congress to their con- 

stituents. All the paper and printing that did not come up 
to the sample wae to be rejected.”’ 

[Page 39.) ‘From witness’s knowledge of the printing 
business, (and he has been familiar with it all his life.) he 
does nat see how the bids ef Trenholm & Belt could have 
been made in good faith, if they were practical printers, and 

} knew the prices of journeymen’s wages.”’ 

| ‘Witness expresses the opinion that part C, fifth class ef 
the public printing under which the contractors made their 
| charge for printing the opinions of the judges of the Sa 

preme Court can, by no right construcuon, mean book or 
| pamphict work, and that the words in the contract, ‘or 
When the same cannot be computed as above including 
| composition, press work, paper, &c., of any size whatever 
| not herein specified per one hundred copies, two dollars,’ 
must allude only to handbills or single sheets of paper for 
which two dollars were to be charged for every hundred 
copies.”” 

[Page 30.] G. Gorpon, Pressman in the Union office: 
‘*We are now working only ten hours per day, (7th August,) 
and have not worked more than that since the Ist of April; 
from the lst of January for two months, we run the presses 
until midnight; from the first of March to April until eleven 
| o’ecloek, p. m.—did during same time extra work on Sunday. 

The contractors have exerted themselves to execute the 
work with dispateh ; it has never been done faster, nor bet- 
ter.’ [Page 41.] “fam directed in my Congress work: 
by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Trenholm—never by Mr. Belt.” 
| [Page 41.] ‘* I heard the contractors say when they took 
the contracts, that they could make profit by executing it. 
After they had commenced the work, they ascertained they 
| could not make a profit by it.” 

Colonel McWittie, chairman of the Committee on 
Printing, [p. 44.) “The contractor, Trenholin, assigned the 
only reason of his taking the contract low, that he felt some 
| pride in having the public printing well executed, as it had 
been badly done the previous Congress.”’ 

(P. 46.) Henry Wanker: ‘Is on furlough without pay 
| from the Union office. The excuse for the furlough was, 





bands of the best of the extra were of linen ; the other head- | 


bands of paper.”’ 

[P. 21.] W. W. Seaton: “ When we were public print 
ers, and the business of Congress required a document, we 
would throw the whole force of our office upon it, aud hire 
extra hands to have it ready. We worked our hands every 
night, and sometimes all night, in the business of Congress 
printing.’’ 


[P. 22.) Simon Cameron: “The Government saved 


$440,000, according to a calculation I made as chairman of | 
the Committee on Printing in the Senate, for the 'Thirtieth | 


Congress by the contract system,” &e. [p. 23.) “* MeKin- 
ley told witness that he could make a great deal of money 
by the contract he offered to take.” 


Wa. Nort, [p. 23,] (one of the compositors in the || 


Union office.) “ On two occasions witness has done extra 
work in the evening.”’ 

[P. 24.] I. G. McKun ey: * The largest profits under the 
resolution of 1819 can now be made on the press-work.”’ 
LF 25.] “ Witness says, from his knowledge of the printing 

usiness, that the contractors for classes2, 3, 4 and 5 (T'ren- 
holm & Belt) must have been either ignorant of their pro- 


fession, or they were not bidding in goed faith. Witness | 
was shown a sample of paper by Mr. Dickins, being cer- | 
tain documents printed by Blair & Rives, and was told that | 
was the standard required of the public printer, and witness -| 
made his estimates with reference to that quality of paper, || 


which witness supposed would cost $4 50 per ream.”’ [P. 


25.) “* Witness had no intimation that the whole of the paper 


was not to be uniform in quality.”’ 


{P. 26.] “‘ The clause of contracts under which contract- | 


ors were paid for printing opinions of the judges of the Su- 
preme Court, has no reference to book-work, but to pro- 
grammes, order of exercises, hand-bills, &e. Witness could 
print the pamphlet for $1,600,and make a fair profit.” 
(P.27.} Jas. S$. McKean: “ Blake takes the binding frora 
Trenholm, paying him a bonus of ten per cent. upon his 


that the press-work was behind the composition, and that 
there was nottype enough to pregress further until they gut 
from the presses. Witness has only worked extra work 
twice during the session, (two evenings. )” 

[P.48.] Hon. H. Hamurn: “ Shortly after the resolution 
in the Spring, from the Committee on Printing, offered by 
Mr. Borland, Ritchie said to Hamlin, ‘Mr. Rives shall not 
do any of the work. He has already a contract under the 
Government, out of which he is making a large sum of 
money, and I willdo the present printing at any loss rather 
than he should have it.’’ 

Mr. Rone [p. 48] said: * I am the pay clerk of the House 
of Representatives. I have paid out no money for the public 
printing. I have not been asked to pay any. I[ do not 

| know that they have presented any bills I have seen none. 

*“ There is money in the contingent fund. The deficien- 
cy bill passed nearly two months sinee. No application has 
been made to me for pay for printing since the passage of 

| that bill,’’ (the deficiency bill.) e 

(The queries to which these answers were given were 
made with reference to the following statement by Mr. 
Belt in his memoriaP to Congress, and is copied from page 
three. It was sent to members in a pamphiet of forty-three 
pages :) 

| ¢ The contractor begs leave, in the most respectful man- 
ner, tc remind your honorable bodies that, even if there had 
be@n just cause of complaint against him in relation to the 
execution of the contract, he might also allege that he would 
have been unable to obtain, until the deficiency bill Lately 
passed, any payment for the several jobs as they were fin 

ished off, agreeably to another stipulation in the contract.’ 

«I have been pay clerk ever since the passage of the de- 
ficiency bill.’ 

(P. 51.] Wittiam Hickey: ** Was Secretary of the 
board for the letting of the public printing. The board had 
a printed form of proposals. Trenholm was often present 
and saw it. A sample of paper was exhibited, and in con- 
sequence of Wendell & Van Benthuysen not having com- 
plied with the furnished sample, the board determined to 
specify the weight of the paper, and its quality, and ail the 
bidders were notified that a clause te that effect would be 
inserted, and it was se inserted. Does not remember that 
|| Beltever called to see about the lettings. Heard Ritchie & 
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, An \ after the execution of the bond, say they || been better to have bought new type, if the prices had jus- 
han. ae rontabte contract, but they intended to comply | tified it, than to distribute and reset. It has been usual 
with it and rely upon Congress.”’ 

















P. 52.) Ropert Farnam: “Is & paper dealer. Sup- | the extra numbers on inferior. 


| 
plies Mr. Ritebie with all bis paper. Keeps but one ac- || J. A. Buake: (p. 71.) “The principal cause of the delay | 
count with Mr. Ritchie, and that with Mr. Ritchie alone, || in the public printing, is the large amount ordered, and tie | 


and nota firm or partners. Charges Mr. Ritchie $475 for |, delay in furnishing the maps.” 


best paper, #3 30 for second quality, which weighs thirty- | x * . . ig 
two pounde perream. Is paid for his paper by Mr. Ritehie’s Mr. MOREHEAD obtained the floor, but yield 


eheck.”’ ' ed to 
fP. 56.) Kutne Woonwarp: ‘Trenholm said to witness | 


he would not take $20,000 for the contracts. He, Tren- || South Carolina [Mr. Orr] has stated that one of 
holin, expected Congress would relieve the contractors. 


: . ; ara 
There aiduvunaiiionsaiiniaiitethoasseine at Conmemn” the successful bidders for the public printing on | 


P. 57.) Wm. Fries: “ Lund Washington and wituess | Saturday, has engaged to do the work lower than 
submitted proposals for public printing. Asked Gordon, | Mr. Ritchie is doing it for 
of the Union office, for information. Gordon furnished Mr.ORR. In one class. 


the information, and requested Flinn not to divulge. There Mr. BAYLY. That gentleman (Mr. Hamilton) 


was a verbal understanding that Gordon was to be @ copart- ||. - ; 
per if Flinn & Woasdblamton got the contract.” ' is in the House, and has authorized me to state 


[P. 58.) “Trenholm told witness that some old laws of |) 
Cougress would be raked up, through which he expected to every description hee 
make money. Witnessand Washington were to start a po- || Mr. ORR. I wil say to the chairman of the 
litical newspaper if they got the contracts. An editor was || _, ’ rf W M | Mr. Rives? 
written to.”? [P. 59.) “Mr. Gordon did promise positively || Committee o ays and rere that Mr. Kives'’s 
to go into the arrangement with Flinn & Washington, and | bid is lower than Mr. Ritchie’s upon one class. 
share the profits”? on Mr. BAYLY. I merely wish to say, that the 

E. f. Rowinson, one of the compositors in the Union of- || centieman who gets the greater part of the printing 
fice: [p: 59.}] *“The work has been well done, and with more || han guthosized me te state thet he sete upon one 
expedition than before. [thas been the practice heretofore | as aUuly e Suate gets upon ¢ s 
to print the extra numbers on an inferior paper to the regular || Class fifteen cents a page higher than Mr. Ritchie’s 
nnimbers.”? [P. 60.] ‘The material has been one third more || bid, on another $1 10 a page higher, and on the 





} 





| apprehension in saying that the class of printing 


| obtained by Mr. Rives, on Saturday, was taken 


in the Union office than any establishment in this city since press work he is paid from five to seven cents 
witness has been here. Atthe beginning one font of small || sal ? srtainly fiv t d probabl 7 
iea type (ten thousand pounds) was ordered. The work || 4gher—certainly five cents, and probably seven 
Ces been hurried on.” [P. 60.) “Witness considers the con- || cents higher. : ; 

tract of Belt two hundred per cent. better than Wendell’s, Mr. MOREHEAD (resuming) said: Mr. Speak- 
if te census printing had not been taken from him. he } er, | have listened with much attention to the 
eensus printing would have been placed in part C., Class 5. ish : lel hen le 
C. Wenpect recalled by Mr. Ritchie,—page 63.“ Had }} argument which has just been made by the gentie- 
many conversations with Trenholm, to the effect that the || Man on the other side of the House, {Mr. Orr, | 
eae system was to be ening Trenholm = = and I confess 

mpression On witness’s mind, that Jongress woul ve | r rh . soe 
forced by the delays in printing to break up the contract i} 7 7 Saas Se See 
system, and that the contractors would so delay the printing |, SAt he would like to ask the gentleman from South 
as to force this result on Congress, and that the contractors |} Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] if he was not under mis- 
would not put on extra labor, or work extra hours on work, i i 

the amount ordered being large.” 

[i. 63.] “Witnesss made no difference in the paper used | ; ; a : 

by himself as public printer—it was all of the same quality. for less than Mr. Ritchie’s bid ? 7 

‘The contractor under my contract got the binding of the || Mr,.ORR said, that according to his understand- 
mater and Seeuiastonetn odieieetes the wall. || ing of the matter, there was but one class assigned 
tract—the binding was profitable, but the amount was small. ted i : 3 i 
The officers of the House have refused to give the present || to Mr. Rives, and that was the class before as 
contractor the binding.” {| signed to Mr. ‘Trenholm. 

fP. 64.) “The profit I made on the binding was $6,000. | “Mr. McLANE said he understood that there 
Witness lost money by his other binding contract—the was but one class assigned to Mr. Rives, and that 
Patent Office report. We run our presses night after night || ~ 

when printers to Congress, and for months we run them eigh- 


teen hours in twenty-four. While doing the printing, wit 


ness told Trenholm he was losing money, and it was Tren Lane) said his statement was correct. 
holm’s opinion when we commenced that we would lose | 


a Mr. MOREHEAD (continuing) said: Mr. 
money. } 
| 
| 


was the class before assigned to Mr. Towers. 


Mr. WENTWORTH (addressing Mr. Mc- 


| 
} 
| 
| 





Groner Gorvon recalled by Mr. Rrrcnie: [p,65.] “Mr. || Speaker, if I can get the attention of the House 
Ritchie ia interested in Belt’s, but is not in Trenholm’s || for a short time, I will endeavor, as briefly as may 
contract.”” | be, to state some of the reasons which will influ- 

> aa “c itehi " . aliew js » 

[?. 66.) “Both Mr. Ritchieand Mr. Trenholm believed, || enee mein the vote I may give upon the resolu- 
af the commencement of the session, that the contract would || |. = id . Ace 
be profitable. [t has always been the custom to make the || “On now presented for our consideration. CCl- 
difference between the numbers furnished to the members || dentally, in consequence of not being here at the 
for themselves, and those for distribution to their constitu. || commencement of this session, I have been placed 


ents. The contractors touk the work as low as they did | ‘ Sake Imntine f ; ss 
because they believed they eould inake money by it.” upon the Committee on Printing for this House. 


“| declined going into partnership with Flinn & Wash- || I have consequently, sir, as a matter of duty, had 
ington. He (Flinn) said if he got the printing he would |) my attention called to the very subject of inquiry 
force Ritchie to sell out the Union, or he would buy anew now before the House. I have no disposition to 


office and set it up over R.’s head, and that he had good do injustice to any human being. I have no feel- 


backers in the Senate. The bid of Flinn & Washington 1 ¢ 2 MM 7 : 
was next lowest to those accepted. I communicated all || ing to do ought but justice to Mr. Ritchie. Un- 


these facts to Mr. Trenholm. J told Mr. Ritchie of it. |) flinching justice, and that alone, isall that I desire 
Witness had not seen cither Belt’s or Trenholm’s bids be- | to mete out to him on the present occasion. I 


‘ore, but he knows those bids w od in cons ‘| F . . . 
44 bee panes ROSEN Wate en gee Sn eteteaenen Of know, sir, that there is much in the argument 


this information, and that to secure the contracts they were : : d 

placed lower than the bidders originally designed.” '| made here that has weight upon my mind—that 
|| this is an attempt to break up the existing laws of 
i} 
} 
} 





PY. a * About the second or third week in January, 
or towards the close of the month, I ascertained the con- | the land, and that, as such, we ought to discoun- 
tract would be a losing business. The contract is so low +. . 

| tenance and frown upon the proposition to give 
Trenholm and Belt say so. IT never was in business for |; the compensation asked for on the part of Mr. 
myself, and never made a calculation. Force of the press Ritchie and those employed by him, or those who 


room for the Union, jobs, and all the printing, one super- |) 1; ; 
intendent, two assistants, twenty-four boys, and three la. || bid fur him. I have looked at the matter, and I 


borers. For the extra work we use the twenty five cent || Confess that the arguments used have had some 
ink, for the regular numbers fortycent ink. The repairs of || weight upon my mind. I find thatone gentleman, 
ali the presses cost about $200 annually. || one of the contractors, has made assertions tend- 


> 6x, ec y » , 2ases : * ° . : 
; {e eek tee ae run our presses ten hours since }) ing to show that he had such a motive in making 


« When the contractors bid they expected the printing of | the bid which he did for the printin . Ihave been 
the census returns, It would not be profitable under this | unable, however, to perceive the slightest shadow 
contract, however, and I consider it a relief to them to get || of testimony that Mr. Ritchie ever participated in 


vid of it, though I have made no calculation.” . . " 
Joun Bowen: [P. 69.) “Superintending comp®ing that feeling or design. On the contrary, he has 


room, Union ofitce, ‘The amount of work executed excecds || distinctly and emphatically disavow it. Mr. 
any preceding session. No effort has been made to delay |! Ritchie differs with me in politics. As far back 


the work; it has been occasioned mainly by the delay of the || ve been on o it 
maps. In the 4th class Flinn & Washington’s bid are | aa 5 CO TRO, We ery Tee eee 


$10,914 higher than Belt’s. Inthe 2d, 4th, and Sth-classes || Sides. Ihave as strong party feelings as most 
all Belt’s bids are lower.than Flinn & Washington’s, some |, gentlemen in this Housey-but with all that, and 
$18,758 51.” ; | from every inquiry which I have made, or from 

[P. 70.] “No more compositors could have been em- || al] that I ever heard in my personal intercourse 


ee on ahaa Senate teteht bard es | with him, I have never been able to find a single 


up—they were not fitted up because the presses did not re- || instance of his making—unnecessarily making— 
turn the letter fhet enough. Some of the work was dis- || an untrue statement upon a matter of this kind. 
eet Waves Scaptouainn Suen aneaen | He states, in the most emphatic terms, that when 
dons were made to Sw office, but do not know if the con. || he made that contract, he had no such intention, 


tractors were uuable to procure more type. It would have | as has been charged, of defeating the purposes of 


that it will hardly pay for the white paper—he has heard 
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|| heretofore to print the regular number on good paper, and 


Mr. BAYLY, who said: The gentleman from | 





that his bids are higher than Mr. Ritchie’s on | 
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a law of Congress. That being the case, that 
matter, so far as it should affect my mind 
of the question altogether. 

I call the attention of the House to the question 
whether or not this contract is likely to be, or has 
been, a matter of loss to Mr. Ritchie? The gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr, Orr} has 
admitted the fact—as it is admitted by all those 
who have at all investigated the subject—that this 
contract for printing will involve a ruinous loss to 
all who are concerned in it. From the investiga. 
tion which I have made—slight as it is—and from 
the little knowledge I have had in relation to print. 
ing, I am perfectly satisfied that with Mr, Ritchie 
it is a question of utter and entire ruin. Unless 
some relief is afforded, he is, ina pecuniary point 
of view, totally and entirely ruined. That beiy 
the case, are there any considerations which should 
influence our votes in his behalf? I think there 
are, sir. 

What are the considerations which have infly. 
enced my mind and judgment in relation to this 
matter, and which have compelled me to come to 
the conclusion, th®t we ought to do what is pro- 
posed in this resolution, as an act of simple, sheer 
and naked justice? It is not unknown to us—t 
every member here—that we commenced the last 
session of Congress under the most peculiar cir. 
cumstances. Congress was not really organized 
for more than six weekg after it convened, and 
there was difficulty untel the day before Christmas 
—the day before the Speaker was elected. There 
was still a longer time before the Clerk was elect- 
ed. During all this period Mr. Ritchie, with 
about one hundred hands under engagement and 
pay, was mre idle. When he entered into the 
contract he had every reason to believe that the 
printing would commence as sogn as the session 
of Congress commenced, and that he could go to 
work at the usual period. He went on printing 
as soon as the documents were placed in his 
hands. On the 4th of February, ine the Presi- 
dent’s message and the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury had been finished, and were ready 
to be delivered, the contingent fund of the Senate 
was exhausted, and the fund was very soon ex- 
hausted in the House. From that period until 
the time when the deficiency bill was passed, re- 
plenishing the contingent fund of this House, 
documents were printed, but were not paid for 
according to the contract—according to reasonable 
expectations—according to what had been the 
constant and unvarying practice of Congress in 
paying for its printing. 

“rom the time when these documents were pre- 
sented, there were no funds from which he could 
be paid. Mr. Ritchie wrote a letter to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, on the 4th of February, 1850, 
in which he says: ‘that unless I get money t 
meet my indebtedness, as the work 1s delivered, | 
cannot progress;”’ and in consideration of the pe- 
culiar state of circumstances by which he was 
surrounded, he asked, at that early day, to be re- 
lieved from his contract, and stated that Congress 
might do with it whatever they saw proper. That 
furnishes a truly powerful consideration—one 
which will influence me iigpbe vote I may give to 
extend him relief. 

Mr. Speaker, this being the fact, that the delay 
at the commencement of the session rendered it 
impossible for the printer to get any pay for the 
work, I took occasion to look into the quantity of 
work which, under circumstances so disastrous to 
the contractors, had been performed. I found that 
from the commencement of the public printing 
of that session of Congress, there had been 649 
documents ordered by the House, and 425 ordered 
sg Senate—making 1,074 documents in all. 

ese were comprised in 33 volumes of 800 pages 
each, and two volumes of the Journal of 1,768 
pages, making a sum total of 29,168 pages. The 
whole number of pages of matter printed and de- 
livered to this House, and ready to be delivered, is 
202,605,000, which, calculating 600 pages to each 
voluyne, makes about 800 volumes per day during 
the whole twelve months. 

_ Under circumstances so disastrous, with such 
difficulties attending him, the impossibility of 
getting money without paying enormously high 
rates of interest; notwithstanding all these, I find 
there has been more printing executed than had 
been executed in any one session from the orga 
ization of the Government up to the present day. 


This being the case, another question presents n- 
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aif to my mind, and one which has had consid- || 
erable influence in bringing me to the conclusion || 
to which I have come upon this subject. i] 
Allusion has been made by the honorable gentle~ || 
eman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,} who has | 
just addressed the House, to the fifth class of pub- 
lie printing, in which was comprised the opinions 
of the Supreme Court and the obituary notices of i 
General Taylor. He speaks of the extravagance || 
of the charge made by the public printer for these || 
two items of printing. Now, that very reason || 
ought to be a controlling influence on the mind of | 
any reasonable man why we should pass the | 
resolution now under discussion. Under the fifth 
class of printing, according to the opinion of some | 
individuals, whatever may be the opinion of | 
gentlemen upon this floor to the contrary, the |, 
charge made by Mr. Ritchie for these particular || 
items was in accordance with the contract. Such 
is the opinion of Mr. McCulloh and Mr. Fen- || 
dall, men who are learned in the law—men for i 
whose opinions I have the highest regard. These I 
men have come to the deliberate and solemn con- | 
clusion, after the most thorough investigation, || 
that Mr. Ritchie is justly entitled to every cent of | 
his charges upon this class of printing. The dis- || 
trict attorney has given the same opinion. Rob- || 
ert J. Walker, a man of high talents, a man who || 


is acknowledged throughout the country as one of || 
the ablest men in the country, on questions of || 
finance especially, has given such an opinion. | 
Although he differs politically from me, I will do i 
him the justice to say, that, in my opinion, he is | 
one of our ablest men upon questions of finance. | 
Well, Mr. Walker, after a thorough analysis of | 
the case in question, came to the deliberate con- | 
clusion that Mr. Ritchie was entitled to every || 
dollar which he charged, under his contract with || 
Congress. Further than this, we have the opin- || 
ion of severaleminent Senators upon this subject. || 
We have the opinion of a distinguished Senator | 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapeer,] and an || 
abler lawyer there is not to be found throughout 
the length and breadth of this entire land, a 
man whose whole life has been dedicated to 
the law, and who, upon a thorough analysis of | 
the whole subject, came to the same conclusion, 
that Mr. Ritchie was entitled to all he charged, | 
and that if he has made a losing contract, he 
has the right to claim relief. If that opinion 
should be sustained, it would give him more 
than double the amount which this resolution asks 
forhim. Mr. Ritchie has asked, that, instead of 
this allowance being made, the matter should be 
referred to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
to decide upon his technical, abstract right to re- | 
ceive what he charged upon this fifth class of the 

public printing; and that, whatever might be the || 
decision, he would be satisfied with it. He pro- || 





posed to throw aside, to give up, the $12,000 | 
which he had received from the Senate upon this || 
fifth class of printing, and receive a compensation || 
for it of one half the price. i) 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to the amount of com- || 
pensation we are to allow him. I do not wish to || 
detain the House upon the subject, as to whether | 
it should be what th ntleman himself who op- | 
peu this resolution has said, or not. From alll i} 

ave heard upon the subject, I am satisfied that || 
we do nothing more than barely cover the cost of || 
the work by appropriating the amount provided || 
for in this resolution. I} 

Now, sir, I have known gentlemen to make pa- | 
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never read the statements of Mr. Rives, or Mr. i the seat of Government, that they are unable to 
Ritehie’s answers. I have taken no part whatever | support their papers, from the small amount of 
in the contest which has been going on between | advertising which they get, unless they receive 
them; but when Mr. Rives is brought ap to the || Government patronage. ‘Thecase of Mr. Ritchie, 
witness’ stand to bear testimony in relation to | in my humble opinion, presents itself in a stronger 
this case, I believe in his statements. He says: hght, and makes a more powerful appeal to us than 


“Taking the amount of work at this session as a stand- | any or all of the cases which we have had before 
ard, and adopting the style of work done by the printers for | put together. I sincerely believe that the relief 
this session, the public printer could afford to do the print- | : 7 


ing for both Houses, at the price of one third less than the afforded in the resolution which we have offered is 
prices fixed by the joint resolution of 1819. He would lose || 2O more than is just that we should give to him. 
on the composition, but would more than make it up onthe || If the resolution had given something over and 
ptess-work.”? |, above the actual cost, I, for one, should have voted 

Mr. Rives, then, when called to testify upon |! for it. If it had given a sum sufficient to have 
his oath, says the price of the public printing || reatized him a handsome profit, | should have vo- 
might be one third less than that fixed upon by | ted for it. But this resolution asks for no such 
the joint resolution of 1819. On the other hand,1 | thing. It merely asks that you should give one 
ask the House to consider the price for which Mr. || half the prices provided for in the act of 1319, 
Ritchie actually engaged to do the work, which is || which will not be more than the actual cost. I 


act of 1819. The gentlemen who had the contract || been fully considered by the House it will be 


to execute the printing for the last Congress,eame || passed. 
before this committee and testified, that under their | Mr. BURT said: I have not obtained the floor 


| sixty per cent. less than that ee for in the | trust, Mr. Speaker, that when this resolution has 


| contract they lost $18,000. I look further into || for the purpose of discussing the merits of the re- 


the testimony, and find there is no difference of | port made by the Committee on Printing, but to, 
opinion as to Mr. Ritchie’s work being done from || make a suggestion, or rather to offer a resolution, 
ten to fifteen per cent. better than that performed || which I think should be acceptable to every mem- 
by the contractors of the preceding Congress. || ber of this House. I cannot be insensible to that 
Taking all these things into consideration, we | which is obvious to the sense of everybody, as 
came to the conclusion, after the most thorough || well as to the promptings of my own party feel- 
investigation, that we would give him one haif the |) ings. 
price provided for by the resolution of 1819, which |) 1 know, sir, that it is a moral certainty that this 
we thought would indemnify him for the actual || House, apart from party feelings, is disposed to 
cost, but no more. || make ample remuneration for any losses which 
Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to detain the House | Mr. Ritchie may have sustained in consequence 
longer upon this subject. I only desire that gen- |) of his contract for the public printing. . 
tlemen should understand the motives and princi- || But, sir, when a person here throws his claim 
ples upon which we were governed in report) upon the justice ond the generosity of Congress, 
this resolution. | we should require him to show that he -has sus- 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr} | tained this loss. Now, whilst I have great respect 
has asserted that Mr. Ritchie could afford to do || for the opinions of the Committee on Printing of 
this work cheaper than the former contractors, ] this House, and though I have the highest respect 
because he ind a printing establishment of his || for the opinion of the select committee on public 





| own, while they were obliged to purchase one. '| printing, I have made inquiry in relation to this 
| He had one already purchased. I do not under- || matter, and find that neither of these committees 
| stand the force of such reasoning. Whether I |, haveshown to this House the extent of thelosses or 


purchase such an establishment, or lay out capital |, the gains of Mr Ritchie by the execution of the 
for an establishment after ] have received a con: | public printing. I apprehend that the opinions 
tract, or before I have received it, can make no || of these two conmmittees cannot both be correct. 
possible difference, so far as the actual cost is con- || For one seems to infer that Mr. Ritchie has found 
cerned. But we are told, that these things are to || it a profitable business, and the other committee 
have an effect upon the entire printing contract. || that he has found it an immensely unprofitable 
Mr. Speaker, I pass upon each individual case as || one. Now it seems to me that there is nothing in 
it presents itself to my mind here. When Messrs. | this case which renders these claims upon the jus- 
Gales & Seaton agreed to do the public )rinting | tice and liberality of Congress valid, apart from 
for twenty per cent. less than the contract price || the fact whether the losses have been sustained, 
of 1819, they appealed to Congress, stating that || and if sustained, that they were the result of this 
they had lost money, and that they were likely to || contract. We must first know whether Mr. Ritchie 
lose more. What did Congress do in that case? | has performed his contract agreeably to its terms, 
Congress did not lower them down to one half | and whether by that a of his contract 
the price of 1819, but paid them the full price of || he has lost; and if he did lose, to what extent. 
1819. In all human probability, with the kind Now, on the one side it is said that upon one 
feelings which I have ever entertained towards the | portion of the public printing Mr. Ritchie is le- 
venerable editor of that paper, I should have gone gally entitled to a very large sum; whilst on the 
for this measure if I had been a member of the || other sidg I hearit a that ae to —e 
House at that time. If I should have gone for it | tled. I desire to know the facts. esire to know 
from considerations entitling uesidieuewed that pa- || whether Mr. Ritchie has executed his contract; 
per to relief, when I am brought to an investigation || and if he has executed it, what sum he has lost by 
of a case wherea political opponent is concerned— | its execution. And 1 am free to confess, that if he 
one who has battled manfully against me at all || can show that he has sustained losses, I believe 
times—why should I not do or him precisely the || that he will be compensated by this House. It 
same thing that | would do for one of my own || has been en to me in eae We 
olitical friends? '} members of the Committee on Printing, that Mr. 
' Sir, we were told, at the close of the last session, || Ritchie cannot show what losses he has in effect 


per calculations which show, beyond all dispute, || and properly and justly, that Mr. Rives in his | 
the precise cost for which a contract can be exe- || contract was losing money—that the session was | 
cuted; but when you come to carry the contract || a prolonged one—that the debates were very prolix 
into effect, the result shows that these calculations '| and protracted, and that he had lost a large sum | 
can never be relied on. There is nota practical man || of money, at the rate of at least $100 per day. | 
in this House who does not know that a paper || What’ did Congress do? Without one word of | 
calculation as to the actual cost of executing a || difficulty, an act was passed granting him relief; 


| sustained. Well, if he cannot show those losses, I 
| apprehend it is too much to expect of this House 
| to suppose that it can take his own loose estimate. 
I understand that Mr. Ritchie is wholly unfamiliar 
with printing—that he cannot make these estimates 
himself, but must leave it to his persons of busi- 
ness, who, at least, must be able to make them. If 


contract——as to what the work can really be done | 
for, rarely, if ever, proves to be correct. 
In looking over what has been said on both 
sides of this question, I have not by the 
statements which have been made by this special | 
committee on printing. I have examined every- | 
thing which was said before that committee. I 
have read that report, and all the evidence which }) 
was taken before that committee. I have read it | 


and he was reimbursed for his losses. I sustained | he has sustained loss, he can show to the House 
that measure, for I thought it right. 1 had no ob- | and to the country, with some approach to cer- 
jection whatever to it, and I think now it was right || tainty, though not, perhaps, with perfect certainty, 
and perfectly just. Because I have differed with | what those losses are. ere 

the editor of the ‘‘ Union” newspaper upon the Now, we all know that Mr. Ritchie is not only 
mere party issues which have heretofore divided | the public printer, but also the editor of the Daily, 


| the country, am I to withhold my consent to this || Tri-weekly, and I believe, the Weekly * Union 


measure? Why, at the very last session a resolu- || also, and that he also executes rivate printing. 
tion was introduced hefe, and, as far as | know, |! Mr. Ritchie may find himself a loser upon this 


all carefully and im 
dence a statement made by Mr. Rives, a gentle- 


Seaton a contract, on which I hope and believe | 
man who has had some controversy with Mr. 


that they will make a large sum of money. They | 





alia, but about which I know ae I Phe losing money in the publication of their paper. | 
ave 


ave never read one side or the other. I The publishers of papers are so situated here at | 


partially. I find in that evi- || was not debated at all, giving to Messrs. Gales & | 


whole business—I doubt not but this is the case, 
But I say that it is utterly impossible but that 
| Mr. Ritchie can show to the House with some 
approach to certainty, the result of his execution 
of the public printing. -He may have lost upon 
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his newpapers. 


I 


I believe that the publication of 


papers, especially of dail newspapers, in this city, | 


is never a source of profit to the publisher. Sup- 
posing his loss shall have arisen rom the publica- 
tion of a daily newspaper in this city, I imagine 
nobody here would venture to propose compensa- 
tion for a loss of that kind. 


relations to it as public printer, and if he has done 
his duty in that capacity and sustained losses in 
consequence, it appears to me, [ say, that it is al- 


make it clear to the House, the actual amount of 
his losses, - 

To the end that we may have that information 
before we vote upon this proposition, I move that 
the report of the Committee on Printing be recom- 
mitted to that committee, with the following in- 
structions. 

That the Committee on Printing be instructed to inquire 
and report whether Mr. Ritchie has executed the public 
printing, having regard to the quality of the work and to 
time, agreeably to his contract, and what suin he has lost 
by his contract. 

” Mr. McLANE, of Maryland, obtained the floor, 
but yielded it to 

Mr. ORR, who said: I desire to explain the 
matter referred to by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means as to the class of 
mublic printing that had been assigned to Mr. 
nian: as I stated, at a less price than was paid to 
the present contractor. I am informed that Mr. 
Rives has obtained the fifth class, it being one of 
the classes that Mr. Belt now executes, so that I 
was correct in stating that it was one of Mr. 
Ritchie’s contracts; but I was incorrect in saying 
that it was Mr. Trenholm, for it was Mr. Belt. 

Mr. BAYLY, (Mr. McLane still yielding the 
floor.) It is true, as the gentleman states, that 
Mr. Rives’s bids were lower than Mr. Ritchie’s 
for this particular class of printing; but it is the 
class out of which such enormous profits are to be 
made, and the printing amounts to very little. 

Mr. McLANE said: Before I make any re- 
marks to the House upon the resolutions which 
have been reported by the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. MeWixue,]| [ beg to refer for a mo- 
ment to the motion of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Burt] to postpone this subject— 
for that, | take it, would be the effect of his mo- 
tion. I understand the gentleman from South 


I apprehend hig only | 


equitable claim upon this House arises from his | 
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| nie gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Wenr- | Mr. BAYLY. Yes, we would curtain) 


| break up the contract system. 


wortu.] Certainly my friend from Kentucky 
represented that this was a fraudulent contract, a 
contract bid for confessedly at ruinous prices to 
The idea that this 
was a profitable contract was not suggested by that 
committee, nor was that the course of argument 
which came from tne members of that committee. 


‘| The House willremember, gentlemen on the other 


OBE. 


side of the hal! will remember, that the imputation | 


|| was thrown out at the last session of Congress that 
most impossible that he cannot show, so ‘as to || 


the contractors had undertaken to perform this 
work atruinously low prices with a view to break 


_up the contract system; that he, and those with | 


| of it. 
Mr. ORR. The position that | assume is this: | 


whom he conspired, intended to deceive and de- 
fraud Congress. And, sir, for one, I believe that 
to that imputation isto be attributed his failure to 
receive relief at the last session. But the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] has argued 
here this morning that the existing contract is a 
profitable one, and that money could be made out 
Did [ understand the gentleman correctly? 


That the $12,500 which Mr. Ritchie received for 
publishing the opinions of the Supreme Court, 
and the $20,000 which he saved by furnishing in- 


| ferior paper to that required by the contract, will 


| were alone to save Mr. Ritchie from loss. Sir, the | 


| printer. 


save him from all loss under the existing contract. 
My position is not that the contract is a profitable 
one, but that he will be saved from all the loss 


that he would have incurred if he had madea fatr | 


charge for the publication of these opinions, and 
had furzished proper paper. 

Mr. McLANE, (in continuation.) Well, lam 
very sure that when the gentleman from South 
Carolina read his speech this morning | did not 
Sepp rprehend him. I did not so understand him 
tf the arbitrary acts of this House, which fixed 
these prices for this particular part of the contract, 


sum of money that Mr. Ritchie received for the 
Taylor pamphlet was not the contract price, nor 
is it contended to be the contract price. The sum 


charged on the Taylor pamphlet was large, it | 
| was asum at which the Senate Committee on | 


Printing hesitated, and took issue with the public 


price, which, as the gentleman from South Carolina 


| concedes, was fixed upon to indemnify Mr. Ritchie 


tt 


Carolina to make that motion, under the appre- | 


hension that there was a difference of opinion upon 
the subject of this contract between the Committee 
on Printing and the special committee formed at 


the last session of Congress, and that the last com- || 


| 
| 


| 


mittee reported to this House that Mr. Ritchie’s || 


contract was a profitableone. Now, before I pro- 
ceed further, | want to understand that point. 
There has been, so far as lam aware, no such 
report made to the House by that committee, 

Mr. BURT, (interposing.) I must be very un- 
fortunate in my language, if I was understood by 
any one to make such a statement. I gpoke of 
my inference from the statements of that commit- 
tee. The gentleman will allow me to say further, 
that if he suspects me of a desire to postpone this 
matter, he does me an injustice. I do not desire 
to postpone it a single moment; and under the de- 


| 


} 
| 


ciston of the Chair, sustained by the House, that | 


this is a privileged matter, we knew that it can be | 


brought up at any moment, no matter what may 
be under consideration. Besides that, I suppose 
that since this matter was discussed here at the 
last session of Congress, some advance has been 


| for his losses. 


| of the Taylor pamphlet. 


arbitrary sum of money was granted, aside from 


the contract, to indemnify the public printer for || 


his losses. 
Mr. ORR said: I desire to remind my friend 
that [ made no allusion whatever to the printing 


my calculation. 
Mr. McLANE. 


ment published, as was the Taylor pamphlet, in 
a different style from that usual for the public 
printing contracted to be paid for in the fifth class. 

At the last session of Congress, when the hon- 
orable gentleman from Illinois was chairman of 
this special committee, he interposed when a reso- 
lution was presented here to settle these accounts 
under the contract, a special exemption upon the 
work done on the Taylor pamphlet; he was not 
willing that it should be settled by the Committee 


| on Printing like other work, but he proposed to 


made towards making an estimate, and that it || 


could be done very soon. 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I did not intend 
to say, nor did I say, that the gentleman from 
South Carolina made his motion with a view of 
postponing this matter, but I was about to explain 


suspend and interfere with the committee’s dispo- 
sition of this work, fearing the contractor’s view 
of his contract —_ revail. 


Mr. WENTW 


tion or construction of the contract, that the Com- 


| mittee on Publie Printing might give it. 


that I considered that that would be the effect of | 


hus proposition, and believe so now. With regard 
to the explanation submitted by the gentleman, as 
to why he supposed that the special committee on 
printing raised at the last session thought this a 
— contract, I certainly did apprehend from 


iis statement that they had so reported, and not | 


that it was a mere inference on his part. If he 
forms that inference from the sentiments expressed 


j 
| 
} 
i 


by the members of that committee on this floor, | 


he is very far aside from the statement made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsua.t, 
as wellas from thatmade by his colleague {[Mr. Orr 


i} 
} 
‘Al 
\ 


Mr. McLANE. Exactly so; I understand the 
gentieman’s explanation. 
Attorney General upon the case should be satisfac- 


tory to the public printer and to this House, it | 
|, would relieve committees here of this difficulty. 
| The accounts of the public printer could now b 
settled by the Committee on Printing, under the || Maryland, I will say this, that 


e 


By conceding this, the gentleman | 
concedes the whole case—by conceding that this | 


I did not take it into | 


I intended to have referred to | 
the Supreme Court opinions, which was a docu- | 


RTH, (interposing.) I object- | 
ed to the payment of that sum, under the interpreta- | 


If the opinion of the | 





Feb. 12, 





| Mr. WENTWORTH. Let them have 4.7 
| would stand by that. 

_ +Mr. McLANE, (resuming.) Mr. Speaker 
the gentleman from Hlinois will please address me 
only in view of the course I shall take for myself 
| I say that if that gentleman would now allow this 
| contract to go to the Attorney General, to be set. 
_tled under his opinion, as a law-officer, that for 
all the work done, without regard to the arbitrary 
prices paid for the printing of these opinions of 
the Supreme Court, they shall receive whatever 
the Attorney General would say they were enti- 
tled to under the contract, and if he would have 
the Taylor pamphlet paid for in the same way 
| under the contract, I would vote for such a rego. 
lution. 1 would prefer it infinitely to the resoly- 
tion reported by the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. WENTWORTH. [certainly would vote 
to pay, the contract made between the public print- 
ers and this Government, provided the law under 
the contract were abided by. 

Mr. McLANE. We shall see how the gentle- 
man will stand upon his expressed views when we 
come to vote. tt would not be becoming in me 
_nor respectful to this House to enter into any ar- 
rangement with him now, if I felt -disposed to 
make the venture. Now, in view of the arguments 
used by the gentleman from South Carolina, | 
think there are but two points in which che ques- 
tion can be discussed. That gentleman recom- 
mends this question as a moral and legal question 
to this House. For one, so far as this princi- 
is concerned, I hope to be in accordance with 

im, if he adheres to the law and good morals, in 
| my line of action. The gentleman does not de- 
‘sire that a fair contract should be set aside by the 
action of this House, and an inducement given 
to the regular contractor to violate his contract. 
| Now, Mr. Speaker, in the first place the honorable 
gentleman from South Carolina has participated 
in that action of Congress which has altered the 
| contract: there can be no doubt about it. The 
honorable a has assented tothat suspen- 
sion of and interference with the general audit of 





|| his accounts under the contract. Now, sir, he 
yt aes 

The sum assigned the public printer was 
/not the contract price, but it was+an arbitrary | 


cannot deny, and he will not, [ am sure, that if 
this Congress had interfered with the rights of the 
contractor, it is bound, if it really has so interfered 
as to deprive him of a legal settlement of his ac- 
counts; and if the gentleman from South Carolina 
has participated in depriving him of this settlement 
by participating in the action of Congress, he would 
feel that he was bound to make up the actual loss, 
or settle on a principle of quantum meruit. Will 
he do it? 

Mr. ORR, (interposing.) If, Mr. Speaker, this 
Congress had violated the contract which it had 
made with the public printers, and if in conse- 
quence of that violation the public printers are not 
secured the profit which they would have made 
had they executed it, then I do not think that 
Congress would be justified in demanding the ful- 
| fillment of the contract from the printers. But here 
is the difference with my friend from Maryland: 
The gentleman from Maryland makes an assump- 
tion that I altogether denygthat Congress has 
| changed the contract in refusing to allow the public 
printer to charge the same price for the Taylor 
pamphlet that was charged for the other pamphlets. 
r. McLANE. The gentleman is just where 
I want him to be. I want the gentlman to state 
the case fairly to the House. First of all, he states 
|| to the House that unles you give the public printer 
'| the sum of money that was paid for the Supreme 

Court opinions, he has a losing contract. This he 
says in his es But I did not so under- 
stand him in his speech. . This arbitrary sum of 
money is to make up his losses, to make his con- 
tract a profitable one. But he cannot say to this 
House that this sum was the contract price. That 
| this $12,500 paid for the Supreme Court opinions 
' was the contract price. Will the gentleman an- 
| swer me that question? 


| Mr. ORR. In reply 





tleman from 
am very sure 


to the 


auspices and control of the Attorney General, and || that the $12,500, according to my construction of 


this mode of settlement I would prefer to any 
other, ' 

Mr. WENTWORTH, (interposing.) 
understand the gentleman from M. 


abide by the contract, under the decision of the 
Attorney General? 


|| the contract, was not due to Messrs. Ritchie or 
Belt. He has got some $11,000 more than he was 





Do I | entitled to, but I am willing that he shall retain it. 
aryland to say || 
that the public printers and their friends would || Carolina admits that $12, 


tleman from South 
was not the contract 
\| price. Very well. I care not whether he thinks 
| It more or less than the contract price. That 18 


Mr. McLANE. The 








1851. 


,ot the question. The fallibility or infallibility of 
hrs judgment Is not to be taken as a settlement of 
the legal rights between the Government and indi- 
viduals. It is enough that he admits that $12,500 
was not the contract price. Well, then, if it was 
not the contract price, the contract has been vio- 
lated by the action of Congress, 

Mr. ORR. 
receiving the money. 


Mr. McLANE. I have too much respect for the | 


It has been violated on his part by 


about make Mr. Ritchie whole, or perhaps give 
him from $1,000 to $5,000 profits. 

Mr. McLANE. I ask the attention of the 
House to that point. The gentleman from South 
Carolina says that the prices of 1819 with sixty 


| per cent. off, will about pay Mr. Ritchie for the 


iudgment of my friend from South Carolina to |) 


suppose that he will seriously maintain that the 


contractor was guilty of a violation of his contract 


in taking that which the Printing Committee forced | 


kim to take, or go without payment. If you gave 


him more than he was entided to, you being the | 
‘arbitrary, controlling power, how can you allege | 


that he has violated his contract in taking that | case has been referred to by the gentleman from 
which, if he did not take it, would leave him noth- | 


Can he sue the United States? The gentle- || 


ing? . : 
man from South Carelina ought to do himself the 
justice to adhere to the record, to the facts of the 
case. The regular organs of the two Houses of 


ment of his account, allowed him that amount, | 


and he was obliged to accept it. I am free to ad- 
mit, that in accepting that sum, Mr. Ritchie did 
waive his legal rights—there being no common 
arbiter between him and the Committee on Print- 


| has been a public 


work which he has done. Now, Mr. John C. 


| Rives is a printer, and a good printer too, and | 
an intelligent, enterprising printer, not of a coun- || 


He 


try newspaper, but of the great Globe itself. 
rinter, and he is a Congres- 


| sional printer. Well, | know he thinks that forty- 


Congress, intrusted by Congress with the settle- | 


~——--+- 


ing. If the gentleman from South Carolina wished | 
to build a house, and he contracted with some one | 
to build it for him for $1,000, and pranets to | 


have a plain deal door to his house, and when they 
came to put it up, found that his taste or inclina- 
tion required something more elegant, more artifi- 
cial, and more ornamental, and directed it to be 


done; and then the contractor said: ‘‘ Here is a | 


clause in my contract which permits me to charge | 


for such and such alterations such and such a 
sum of money, and the gentleman from South 
Carolina should take exception to that, and refuse 
to allow him that sum, and refuse to invite arbi- 
tration under the contract, but, under the pressure 
of circumstances, force him to take an arbitrary 
sum for this alteration, could he then allege his 
own wrong against the contractor, or escape his 


' all compare with the present printing. 


| dell 


the printing done by Thomas Ritchie. 


| last Congress, they lost money. 


five per cent. off the prices of 1819, if for long 
numbers, and thirty-three and a half if for short 
numbers, ‘would make a fair and good contract. 
His testimony in regard to other points of this 


Kentucky, (Mr. Moreneap.} I speak of what I 
know to be his general opinions on that subject. 
Mr. ORR. With the permission of the gentle- 
man from Maryiand, I will explain my sentiments 
more fully, as he seems to take issue upon the 
opinions which I have advanced. When Wendell 
& Van Benthuysen executed the printing for the 
Well, Wendell 


said on oath before the committee, that if Con- 


gress would allow him the prices of 1819, deducting | 


fifty-six per cent., it would make him whole. 
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that sixty per cent. from the price of “1819 would || t 
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his question on terms of equity. ‘The gentleman 


|| from South Carolina, unless he adopts this course, 


cannot escape from the imputation that he has 
driven the printer from his contract, and leaves 
him to rely upon saving himself from bankrutpey 
by the sum of money that he gave him at his own 
arbitrary discretion when he violated the contract. 

These are the facts of the case, and they deserve, 
and I trust will receive, the consideration of the 
House. 

I have already remarked upon the inconsistency 
in the arguments made by my friend from South 
Carolina, that this was an attempt on the part of 
Mr. Ritchie to break down the contract system. 


It was idle to say that the contract was taken at 
| ruinous prices to break down the contract system, 
land then come here with a declaration that the 


| contract was profitable. 


Now, I calculated that Mr. Ritchie can do the | 


work for less, and in that way | come to the con- 

clusion that Mr. Ritchie would be made whole by 

sixty per cent. off the prices of 1819. Mr. Wen- 
st 


because he has recently passéd through the ordeal. 

Mr. McLANE. I am not talking about the 
printing done by Wendell & Van Benthuysgg. 

he gentleman from South Carolina will ¥: 
surely say, that the printing done by them will at 
He will 
not surely say, in the face of this House, that the 
printing done by them will at all compare with 
Sir, the 
gentleman should not give us what Mr. Rives or 


' anybody else may testify as to Mr. Van Benthuy- 


obligation to settle, upon the principle of a quantum || 


meruit, if the alteration he had effected in his con- | 


tract influenced the balance of the contract to the 
prejudice of the contractor? This is the case here. 


he profits on this fifth class were necessary to | 


make the entire contract a profitable contract. 
Mr. ORR. The gentleman says that Congress 


has justified this departure from the contract. If || able, equitable adjustment of this question, and he 


so, it would be in Mr. Ritchie’s favor. But the 
truth is, that $12,500 was allowed and paid during 
the recess of Congress. ’ 


Mr. McLANE. It was done under an order of 
Congress. 
Mr. ORR. It was not ordered to be printed | 


until after the adjournment of the Thirtieth Con- | 


gress, and by the Senate alone. 

Mr. McLANE. I am not talking about the 
order to print, but about the order authorizing the 
Committee on Printing to settle for the printing. 
If Congress orders the committee to settle these 
accounts, to all intgnts and purposes Congress 
settles these accounts. 

Now, sir, I want next to inquire of the gentle- 
man what deduction in the prices of 1819 would 


| no profits for Mr. Ritchie. 


sen’s profits. Let him give us testimony as to 
what will be Mr. Ritchie's profits. 
The gentlemen from Mississippi and Kentucky 


|| (Messrs. McWintie and Moreneap] think that 


fifty per cent. off the rates of 1819 would be a fair 
Suppose, then, that the gentleman comes 


rice. 
bietireas forty-five and sixty, and offers us fifty, or 


| fifty-two, or fifty-five; that will be a fair, honor- 


shall have my vote with pleasure. I am prepared 


| to go with the intelligent gentlemen from Missis- 


sippi and Kentucky in voting for fifty per cent. off 
the rates of 1819. Mr. Rives thinks that forty- 
five per cent. off would make a good and fair 
contract, and the gentleman from South Carolina 
thinks that sixty per cent. off would make a safe 
and not a losing contract. Let us, then, take 
forty-five or fifty per cent. off the rates of 1819. 
I will vote with the gentleman for either. I seek 
The gentleman from 


| South Carolina participated in the violation of the 


be a fair contract. The honorable gentleman from || 
South Carolina said here, that it was very difficult | 


to get at the value of this work, as compared with | 
the prices of 1819. But that gentleman very well | 
knows that these prices were very exorbitant, and | 


he draws a comparison between the difference in 
the cost of printing then and now. He knows 
that there is no comparison to be made between 


the gentleman from South Carolina, who I believe 
has had some experience as a printer, and who is 
therefore right in taking to himself, to some degree, 
superior knowledge on this subject,—I ask him 
whether he cannot fix this sum; whether he can- 
not tell this House what deduction on the rates of 
1819 will pay Mr. Ritchie for the work he has 


done. 

Mr. ORR. 
& practical 
printing has 


I cannot claim the honor of bein 
rinter. My only connection wi 
en as the editor of a country news- 
ew In reply however, to my friend from 
aryland, I will say, that from what calculations 
have been enabled to make of the printin 
that has been executed by Mr. Ritchie, I thin 





contract. He authorized the Committee on Print- 
ing to settle the account and set aside the contract, 
and I challenge him now to come forward and 
make a just settlement and allow a fair price for 
the work. He should not come forward here ar- 
bitrarily and say that sixty per cent. off the rates 
of 1819 will make a fair contract and to hold us to 
sixty. Let us give a little and take a little. 

Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman will not charge 


|| me with thrusting my opinions upon the House 


arbitrarily | expressed my opinion involuntarily 


at his request, and in reply to an interrogatory he 
the work as then performedand now. Let me ask | 


propounded to me. 
Mr. McLANE. I hope when the honorable 
gentleman comes to vote upon this subject, that he 


| will not stand rigidly upon his own view that 


sixty per cent. off the rates of 1819 is a fair esti~ 
mate. I hope we shall cast aside honest and in- 
tellixent differences of opinion amongst us. I 
hope that when he finds that other practical 
printers and editors are in favor of forty-five per 
cent. reduction, as a fair contract price, that the 


gentleman from South Carolina, who thinks sixty 


per cent., and the gentleman from Kentucky, who 
thinks that fifty per cent. are fair reductions, 
that they will come between, and then we shall 
meet the question on terms of equity. And thus, 
and thus only, do I believe that we shall meet 


estimony is worth more than Mr. Rives’s, | 


Now that imputation 
was cast upon Mr. Ritchie, and I appeal to the 
honorable gentleman that if the contract were prof- 
table in the opinion of the parties making that 
charge, it would be absurd of them to suppose 
that he was taking it to break down the contract 
system. And if we would believe that statement 
emanating from a member of the committee, how 
can we tolerate a statement emanating from the 
same committee, that seeks to make us believe 
that the contract is now a profitable one? New, 
the gentleman from South Carolina stated that we 
were destitute of practical knowledge upon this 
subject. Then we are very unfortunate, for we 
must rely upon our two committees. But to re- 
turn to the point [ was discussing, would it not, 
I ask again, be absurd to suppose that this was an 
attempt to break up the contract system, if it were 
a profitable contract? If we do not think it a 
profitable contract, if we think that it really is an 
attempt to break up the contract system, we can- 
not respect the judgment of these same parties 
when they allege that it is profitable. Such would 
not be an intelligent mode of forming an opinion. 

W hen the honorable gentleman tells me that the 
contract is a fair and paying one, I do not believe 
it; and I do not believe it because my own judg¢- 
ment and his testimony satisfy me that he has not 
come to a wise judgment. And, sir, [ cannot say 
more upon the views presented in favor of the 
ae Ee of the question, inasmuch as the 
10onorable gentleman who made the motion as- 
sumes that there isa difference of opinion between 
the committees. Now, sir, there is a concurrence 
of opinion, so far as the committees have ex- 
sressed any opinion at all. The Committee on 
Rdiation express the opinion that fifty per cent. off 
the prices of 1819, and we have it from an intelli- 
gent member of the special committee that sixty 
per cent. off these rates, is a fair price. Now, I 
want the gentleman from South Carolina to tell 
the House how much the present contract prices 
are off the prices of 1819. 

A Memser. | think they are seventy or eighty 
per cent. off those prices. 

Mr. McLANE. The honorable gentleman has 
said that sixty per cent. off the prices of 1819 
would just about pay the printer. Now, | want 
him to state to the House how much he believes 
the present prices to be off the rates of 1819—sixty 
or seventy per cent.? 

Mr. ORR. I am hardly prepared to answer the 
question which the gentleman hes propounded to 
me. It is very much a matter of speculation with 
me, for | have made no calculations with reference 
to that point. My impression is, that the present 
rate is about sixty-five per cent. off the prices of 
1819. 

Mr. McLANE. Very well. Then the gentle” 
man thinks that the loss of the public printer will 
rest between sixty and sixty-five per cent. off the 
srices of 1819. ‘Therefore a loss is admitted by 
Poth committees. The gentleman from Missis- 


| si opi [Mr. Me Witte) thinks that fifty per cent. 


fy 


| 


Il 


| lated the contract. 


off the rates of 1819 would cover the loss. Mr. 
Orr thinks sixty per cent. I ean tell them that 
the present contract prices are about eighty per 
cent. off the prices of 1819, as construed by the 
Committee on Printing. I believe my friena from 
South Carolina when he says that he does not 
want the public printer to be ruined; that he does 
not want any settlement, other than a settlement 
according tothe principles of equity. Well, the 
gentleman has set the contract aside, he has vio- 
That is nét now the rule of 


| settlement. The principles of equity are all that 


are left. Now, on his own showing, sixty per 
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cent. off the prices of 1819 would save the con- 
tractor from lose. !«ppeal to him, then, whether, 
the contract being set aside, we can, upon princi- 
ples of equity, give less than sixty per cent. off 
those rates? 
clusion on his own showing of the case. He surely 
will not, because he thinks the $12,500 given to 
the printer for the printing of the opimons of the 
Supreme Court was more than he was entitled to 
under thecontract. He set aside the contract and 
prescribed an arbitrary rule of adjustment—this 1s 
neither equity nor law. 

The honorable gentleman has referred to the 
series of tirades against himself, to which he has 
called our attention. Does he suppose himself 
insensible to their influence? When we listened 


with so much respect and attention to the gentle- | 


man’s vindication of himself, could we have sup- 
posed him insensible to the injustice done him, if 


injustice there was—to the wrong done him, if | 


wrong there was, by these offensive imputations? 
For one, [do not. I believe that they are active 
in their influence upon his temperament and upon 
his line of action here. Because, how else am I 
to understand my honorable friend ’s course, when 
he tells me that the contract has been violated, 
that it would be a losing contractif it had not been 
violated, and that we had to violate it to keep it 
from being a losing contract? I am disposed to 


exercive the largest charity towards the gentle- | 


man, but he certainly did say that it was the vio- 
lation of the contract that made up the losses of 
the contractor, and that sixty per cent. off the 
prices of 1819 was necessary to pay the losses 
under the original contract. 


My friend cannot escape that con- | 


| 
| 


} 
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work done under that fifth class in 1849 was onl 
about $4,000 or $5,000? I will call my friend's | 
attention to the audited account, and he will find | 
that that fifth class to which he has referred, and | 


which Mr. Rives has bid for at an insignificant || 
price, is composed of three parts. The whole | 
work done in the first part amounted to $1,520; |, 


the whole. work done in the second part to $636, 
and the whole work tn the third was $997. ‘The | 
total was $3,203. 


Why, sir, men are talking about a coalition. 


| How will they explain it when the bids are fifty | 


} 
i} 
} 
| 


| 
' 
} 


| 
| 


per cent, magne than last year on the great body of | 


the work; fifty per cent. hi her on theyour prece- 

ding classes, an cabeaiidelemeren the fifth class? 
I have to apologize for detaining the House so 

long, and thank gentlemen for their attention. 
Mr. HAYMOND moved the previous question. 


Mr. MARSHALL appealed to the House to 


vote it down. 


Mr. CROWELL asked the gentleman from | 
Virginia to withdraw the demand for the previous |} 


question to enable him to offer a resolution, 


Mr. HAYMOND refused. 


ordered; and Messrs. Ricuarpson, and Harris 
of Tennessee, were appointed. y 
The question was taken, and resulted—ayes 51, 
noes 78. 
So the previous question was not seconded. 
Mr. CROWELL offered an amendment to the 
resolution. 


The SPEAKER stated that it was not in order, | 
Mr. CROWELL asked that his amendment | 


| might be read for the information of the House. 


If the gentleman will agree to give sixty per || 


cent. | am ready to go for it. I should not like to 
be found taking the initiative in voting the smallest 
sum while the whole concurring testimony is in 
favor of a larger sum; but I have too much anxie- 


ty to prevent wrong to the contractor, that if the | 
honorable gentleman will go for sixty per cent. off | 


the prices of 1819, I should like to see that course 
carried out, rather than an arbitrary determination 
to violate the contract. 
my honorable friend will agree to send the contract 
to the Attorney General, | would agree to that set- 
tlement rather than to any other. I think it would 
relieve those who have undertaken to violate the 


Several Memsers objected. 


ir. CROWELL said that he would then offer 

| it an amendment to the instructions, instead of | 
| as an amendment to the resolution. 
| was in order as an amendment to the instructions. |: 


It certainly 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


And provided, also, The same relief be granted and com- | 


| pensation allowed to the printers of the Thirtieth Congress, 


| and upon the same terms and considerations as are allowed | 
As | have already said, if | 


contract, if we were now to send the contract and | 


the contractor, under the auspices of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, to the Attorney General, and to 
abide by his decision. But I cannot respect that 
course which refuses to allow the contract to be 
construed under the auspices of the law officers of 
the Government, but would violate it whenever tie 
diseretion of Congress shall choose to violate it, 
and carry itout just when Congress chooses to carry 
itout, Such acourseis morally wrong. I should 
be very glad if those who entertain these views 
would agree to such a settlement as would provide 
an efficient check in future against demands for 
extra compensation; but if exceptions fre thus 
made to prevent the contractors from demanding 
extra compensation, I should suppose that an ex- 


'| in reply to the gentleman from Maryland. 


to the said William M. Belt under this act. 


The CHAIR was understood again to rule the | 


amendment out of order. 


Mr. MARSHALL next obtained the floor, but | 


yielded it to 


Mr. ORR, who said: Before the gentleman from | 


Kentucky commences, I desire to make a remark 
The 


| gentleman from Maryland said that this claim had 


| position: That Mr. Ritchie, after making a de- || 


to be settled either according tothe contract er ac- | 
cording to equity; that according to my own. ad- | 
| mission the contract has been violated on the part | 


of the House, and that there is, therefore, noth- | 
ing left to rely upon but the equity of the case, | 
for a settlement. Well, sir, that is assuming this 


mand of $12,500 for the — of the printing 
of the opinions of the 
Court, an amount far beyond what I insist he was 


| entitled to under ‘the contract, and having been 


| paid the unconscionable charge by a committee | 


ception would also be made to prevent Congress || 


from construing the contracts according to their 
discretion, without regard to the laws of the lagd. 
I have entertained the only two objections that 


‘I understood my friend from South Carolina to 


present. First, that it is difficult to get at the 


prices of 1819, or at a settlement under those | 


prices, 1 have answered that by avowing my will- 
ingness to abide by a reduction as-proposed on a 
reference to the Attorney General. Again: I have 
drawn the concession from his own lips, that the 
contract has not been enforced, and that it cannot 
be made the rule of action; and let me say to him, 
what the House may not have reflected upon, that 
this class of printing in relation to which the con- 
tract was violated, is the very class upon which the 


| is now to insist that the original contract was vio- | 
ee Congress allowing him more than he was |, 
to, instead of less; and because Congress |, 


| 
i 
| 


| 


contractor relied to make his aggregate and aver- | 


age profit. 

Now, I will briefly refer to the bids of the last 
session of Congress. It has been said upon this 
floor, that Mr. Rives bid for the same class, at a 


} 


‘| 


lower rate than Mr. Ritchie did, and that this is, | 


therefore, conclusive evidence to the House that 
no relief was necessary. 


I ask my friend from South Carolina if he has | 


ever read Mr. Rives’s bids? Does he know that 

Mr. Rives’s bids are fifty per cent. higher than | 
the prices of last year for all the classes of print- | 
ing except the fifth class, and that the amount of ! 


appointed to audit his accounts during the recess, 


entitl 
does not institute legal proceedings against him for 
the recovery of the excess wrongfully paid him, he 


Mr. THOMAS called for tellers; which were | 


udges of the Supreme | 


Feb. 12, 
| 


ead 
} up to their work in the broad light of open day 
r h . = 


e gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. McLayr 
who has just addressed the House, undertook to 
say that Congress, at its last session, would haye 
been liberal in its determinations, but for an jy. 
poration which he says I cast out against Mr. 

itchie. 

I have re-read the remarks that I made upon 
that occasion. I now endorse them, letter for |e. 
ter, and will stand by their verity. I never saiq 
this contract was going at ruinous rates. 1 do not 
believe it. Among the remarks I made on that 
occasion, at the last session of Congress, I call the 
attention of the House to these sentences: 


‘* But, sir, the country will be startled to ascertain that 

| after all the sympathetic tears shed here and elsewhere 
over the ruin with which this gentleman is said to be over. 
whelmed by these contracts, not one word of testimony has 

| been introduced—not a particle of evidence has been erhi). 
, tted—to prove a specific loss. We have called the attention 
of witnesses and parties to the desire to know the sources 
of loss, and the specific losses suffered. We have exam. 
ined the chiefs of various departments of business in the 
| Union office—in the employment of Mr. Ritchie himself; 
| and I should have been pleased to assist in ferreting ow 
the ways and sources by which he is oppressed by these 
contracts; but notwithstanding these witnesses were, by 
their position and acquaintance with the business, best 
|; qualitied to show in what and how the losses have been in. 
| curred, and notwithstanding it must have been suggested 
|! to the mind that the country would require to know exacily 
| in what the loss had been sustained, I repeat that the ex. 
| amination has been confined, on his part, to general decla- 
' 


rations that the terms ot the contracts were too low, and 
would result in loss to the contractors, without, in any in- 
stance, showing how, where, and to what amount the loss 
was incurred. We have taken testimony as to the elements 
of cost; we have examined the force of the office employed 
on the Congressional printing ; we know how niany presses 
are run by the engine, the cost of fuel, the wages of the en- 
gineer, the wages of the pressmen and boys, the cost of 
paper and ink, the price of composition, of folding, stitch- 
ing, sewing, gathering, collating, binding—in fine, of every- 
thing, even to the percentage on prime cost which makes 
/ up ** wear and tear” of the material of the office—and we 
are unable, by a comparison of these with the contract 
prices, to perceive the means, under prudent management, 
by which these contractors are to be overtaken by the ruin 
so much deprecated by gentlemen in Congress and out of 
doors. ”’ 

I again call for the exhibit of this specific loss. 
I again call upon those who are about to vote this 
bonus to Mr. Ritchie to exhibit to the country 
the sources of thisloss. Well ey my colleague 
stand up in his os and say that he throws 
arithmetic to the dogs. Well may he announce 
' to the country that he cannot depend upon paper 
calculations to justify the vote which he was ready 
to give atthe last session of Congress, and is ready 

' to give now. 
No matter what diatribes have appeared in the 
' Union, I care nothing about them. Whatever 
they are they will not affect me in the slightest 
degree. I am not animated by any animosity 
towards the editor of the Union. I am only desir- 


|| ous, in the presence of the country and the House, 


to maintain the law as it stands, and to prevent 
this man from going hand over hand into the 
public Treasury. I said, at the last session of Con- 
gress, that when these contracts were given out 
_ they were improperly procured; and according to 
the testimony which was before the committee it 
appeared to me that they did not intend to perform 
_thecontract. And I repeat ‘ne statement now. 
But I defy the gentlemen who pretend to argue 
this case on the part of Mr. Ritchie, to take the 
| testimony of Mr. Wendell and others upon this 
_point. And lest they may have forgotten it, I 





is entitled to insist that the contract has been vio- 


lated, and that new terms are to be agreed upon for || 
Vhat a || 


paying him for the balance of the work. _ 
monstrous proposition. Having paid him more 
than contract prices for a part of the work at his 


own solicitation, that authorizes him to abro- || 


gate the entire contract because we have violated 
it! Is this not allowing a man to profit largely 
by his own wrong? We violate the contract at his 
request in one particular, and for his advantage 
alone, and then he claims that the whole contract 
shall on that ground be entirely set aside! 


now pending before the House, introduced by the 
Committee on Printing, of which my colleague is 


Mr. MARSHALL said: The resolution that is | 


will read a single passage on this point. From 
this passage we shall see how they expected to 
get rid of the contract, and the source from which 
| assistance was to be derived: 


‘‘ Trenholm has repeatedly said to me that the reason for 
such low bidding was to break up the contract system. I 
| never saw Belt—do not know him. 

“The way Trenholm stated in which they designed to 





_ break up the contract system was by bidding low, and, the 
Democratic party having a majority in Congress, the con- 


|| tract system would be broken up by the party, and the old 


| man (meaning Mr. Ritchie) would get the benefit of it, and 
would then be elected printer to Congress. This scheme 
was conveyed to me by Trenholm in frequent conversa- 
tions, always alluding to Ritchie as being the real contractor 
for the public ee and he never intimated that he or 
| Belt had any interest in the contract: and Trenholm de- 
| clared, several days before the contract was given in form 


a member, is in fact a resolution to change and || to Trenholm and Belt, and on the days the bids were opened, 


nullify the existing laws of the land. I want to 
call the attention of gentlemen in this House who 
are in favor of this resolution, to what at the last | 
session of Congress I denounced as a coalition 
among the metropolitan printers, for the purpose 
of breaking down the laws through the instru- 
mentality of this House. 1 want them to come | 


that Ritchie meant to have the contract if he took it for 4 

hundred thousand dollars less than the work could be done 

for. Sinee the meeting of the present Congress, Mr. Tren- 
| holm has to me that, if the contract contd 
_ de broken up, Father Ritchie might be elected ter to the 
| House, and Gales and Seaton printers to the Senate, and if 
tie Dan and Nena taaigencer’ond Sr fens 
| is, m and Na “ir 
' would aid in getting us such an sbosencnsedeehbanke 
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breaking up the contract system, the printing for the De- 
jartments would also be broken up, and Gideon, of the 
ee nublic, could in that way get rid of his contracts, and be || 
restored to the old system, and this inducement would keep | 


him still, and induce him to go with us.” 


oo 
up our losses for printing for the last Congress, and that, in f 
} 
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“~¥ 


or expected, a good deal of work from the Executive De- 
partments, and would not interfere with the Congress work. 


The idea was conveyed, that if Congress passed any law or 
| resolution fixing prices, that it would comprehend Execu- 


tive printing as well as Congress printing. I heard nothing 


| of any influence to be used by the Republic with Congress. 


«] have conversed with Trenholm since this committee | The idea was only that the Republic would not interfere.” 


was appointed, and he stated that he hoped the investiga. | 
non would result in breaking up the contract system.”’ 
What an exposé is this? What a condition of 
things, sir, to call forth the legislation upon which 
weare about to enter? And I appeal to mem- 
hers of this House and to the country, to know 
whether, having been a member of the committee 
before which such facts were elicited, it did not 
hecome me—inasmuch as time was not allowed to 
bring this fact to the attention of every member of | 
the House—I repeat, did it not become me to say 
that | believed that this contract had been taken 
without a bona fide intent to carry it out? Why, | 
Mr. Speaker, this little volume is replete with evi- 
dence tending to the same point. I will not detain | 
the House by reading Mr. Truman Smith’s testi- 
mony. But I will call the attention of the House 
and the country to the testimony of Mr. Seaton 
upon the same subject. Mr. Seaton and Mr. | 
Ritchie had an interview, and Mr. Seaton swears: | 
“Mr. Trenholm stated that it was impossible for them to | 
carry out the contract at the contract prices without ruinous 
josses, and he wished to know, if Congress would relieve | 
them, and would place the business on a different footing, | 
whether we would agree to execute a part of it in conjunc- | 


tion with the contractors, or with Mr. Ritchie, who (he 
gave me to understand) was the responsible man.” 


Now, I ask the members of this House, if it 
requires any arithmetic for the purpose of show- | 





ing whether Mr. Ritchie intended to get rid of the || 


contract by the mode in which Mr. Trenholm 
said that he intended to get ridof it? The idea of | 
a conference out of doors between the editor of a 
Whig paper and the editor of a Democratic paper, 
and of their arranging how the legislation of this | 
country shall be conducted—the idea of their con- 
ferring with their friends upon the other side of 
this House, with an jntent to force a position, or 
to command a position, on the introduction of 
resolutions exactly carrying out their views—cal- 
culating, in their printing offices, to break down 
the law of the country, in order that they may get 
more profit by altering the basis on which they 
are pud—lI sa j 
character and the dignity of this tribunal that such 
things should ever be carried out here. 

Mr. Seaton swears: 

‘* Mr. Ritchie asked me ifI would confer with my friends | 
in Congress, and see if the arrangement which would suit 
me could be effected, which I agreed to do. It was under- 
stood, of course, that he should confer with his. The idea | 
was, that Mr. Ritchie was to be released from the contracts 
by Congress, and our conversation was based upon the pre- | 
dicate that he could be released. [I willaio Mr. Ritchie the | 
justice to say that 1 understood that he would sacrifice his | 
entire property in an attempt to periorm the contract, rather | 
than abandon it altogether, and confess his inability to ex- | 
ecute it; but whether this understanding was derived from | 
Mr. Ritchie or Mr. Trenholm, I cannot say. I do not know | 
Mr. Belt, and never heard of him as a proprietor of any | 
establishment in this city. I agreed to take any part of the | 
work I could exeeute at the prices of 1819, with a deduction 
therefrom of twenty per cent., and I advised Mr. Ritchie, as | 
well as the chairman of the committees. I have recently | 
agreed, in order to relieve Mr. Ritchie from what he stated | 
to be impending ruin, to take the work at thirty-three and a | 


third per cent. discount below the prices of 1819.” t 


There is an offer of a generous political opponent | 
for you, that he would invest his money to an un- 
limited extent in order to save Mr. Ritchie from | 


impending ruin, an offer to do the work at Curve | 
‘| 


three and one third per cent. less than he thoug 


e 


it would be derogatory to ch 
| 
i] 
| 
| 








| 
the work could be done for. 1 


The first struggle, as we all know here, was to 
get twenty per cent. off the prices of 1819. The 
next struggle was to get thirty-three and one third 
per cent. off those rates. Now they come in with 
an offer to do it at fifty per cent.; and the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. McLane] thanks the 


gentleman from South Carolina for.admitting that | 


itcan be done at sixty per cent. off the prices of 
1819. So it goes. ‘And Eiokove that if you would 

agree to pass a fesolution here that ninety-five per 
cent. below the price of 1819 would be allowed, 





that the objects of these persons would be accom- |! tion of the Senate of the 13th December, 1850, | 
To break this || sixty-two copies of the official Army Register for | 


plished. hat is that object? 


The idea was that the Republic would not in- 


'| terfere! The Republic has the departmental print- 
‘| ing; Mr. Ritchie the printing for Congress. Gales 
& Seaton are willing to take a part of the work, 


and if their friends in Congress could not be in- 
duced to vote down the whole system—to abrogate 
the law—then Gales & Seaton will take it at 
twenty per cent., or rather than .see Mr. Ritchie 
ruined, they will take it at thirty-three and a third 
per cent. discount from the prices of 1819! But 
now they have induced our Romie on Public 
Printing to believe that justice will be meted out 
to them if it is done at fifty per cent. below the 
prices of 1819. 


| contract system. 


Here is Mr. Kennedy, superintendent of the 
census, who swears that work for which he con- 


tracted to give $4 per ream to the same contractors, | 
they solicited liberty to execute at twenty-five 


cents per ream: 


*¢'The contractors were to have ten dollars a ream for the | 


blanks, and to print them on paper costing six dollars. The 
printing was to be four dollars for each ream. Witness 


went to different offices, and inquired their prices for the | 


work, at the same time describing it. 

‘* Witness went to the Union office, and was introduced 
to the foreman, whose name he thinks was Trenholm. This 
person told witness he did the public printing for Congress. 
Witness has seen him several times since at the desk at the 
Union office, and believes he is the same person who trans- 
acts the business of that office. This person offered to do 


the printing for twenty-five cents aream, and appeared very | 


anxious to take it at thatrute.”’ 


Thus you see he was willing to give $4 & {| 


ream to have the work properly done, and these 
contractors offer to do it at twenty-five cents per 


ream, at the same time that they are memorializing | 
Congress to let them off from a ruinous job. | 


What is the intent?) Why it is no more nor less 
than to get the whole public printing into their 
hands, in order that the Democratic party may 
relieve them. 

Mr. M., without concluding, gave way to 

Mr. CROWELL, on whose motion 

The House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, &e. 


The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred to appropriate committees : 


By Mr. ROBINSON: The petition of 106 citizens of 
Dearborn county, Indiana, praying Congress to take under 
consideration the propriety of enlarging the Louisville and 
Portland Canal. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the city of Laurenceburg, 
praying for the removal of obstructions to the free naviga 
tion around the falls in the Ohio river. 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: Two several petitions from 
L. Homes and 130, and 122 citizens of Columbiana county, 
Ohio, for a repeal of the fugitive slave law. 

By Mr. HOWE: The petition of Amos Williams and 
30 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to 
modify the tariff of 1846. ~ 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Maltby Baker, H. 
E. Gray, and 46 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, request- 


ing a modification of the bounty land act of September 28th, || 
1850, so as to give to the soldiers of the various wars of this | 


Republic the same amount of land as was given to the sol- 
diers who served in the late war with Mexico, one hundred 
and sixty acres. 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 104 citizens of Lev- 
erett, in the State of Massachusetts, praying the repeal of 
the fugitive slave law of the last session. 

Also, the petition of 84 citizens of North Adams, in the 
same State, praying the same. 

Also, the petition of the religious society of Anti-slavery 
Friends in Indiana, praying Congress to take immediate 
measures for the abolition of slavery in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Also, the petition of 23 citizens of Wayne county, in said 
State, praying the repeal of the fugitive slave law passed at 
the last sessiOn. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespar, February 12, 1851. 
The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the 


ee 


body a communication from the Department of | 


War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 


system up by which the pas printing is let tothe || January, 1851; which was read. 


contractors, and establishing the prices of 1819 as | 
the system by which we are to be governed. 


impute no more to those men, than is imputed to || court-martial 


them by their own testimony. 
Again, Mr. Seaton swears: 
“I think Mr. Trenholm said the Republic would have, 


| 


Also, a communication from the same Depart- 


I || ment, inclosing copies of the proceedings of the 
"held at Little Rock, in the State of | 

| Arkansas, forthe trial of David Butler, late mil- | 
itary storekeeper, together with copies of all cor- | 


respondence held with the Department in relation 
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All they want is to get rid of the | 


521 
thereto, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate adopted the 27th ultimo; which, 

On motion by Mr. BORLAND, was ordered to 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Also, a report from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, made in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate calling for information as to what addi- 
tional rooms, if any, be required for the accom- 
modation of the Patent Office for the proper ex- 
hibition of the models, &c.; and whether or not the 
rooms now occupied by the national cabinet of eu- 
riosities, together with the entire east wing now 
in process of construction, are needed for the pur- 
porae of the Patent Office. The Secretary says 
1e referred the subject to the Commissioner of 
Patents, with instructions to report his opinion 
on the points embraced, with a view to obtain all 
the information necessary to enable the Senate to 
act intelligently in regard to it. The report of the 
Commissioner was transmitted on the 4th instant, 

| That report expresses the opinion that were the 
upper room and its cases restored to the office for 
| the reception of its models, and the space now oc- 
cupied by the models converted into rooms, there 
would be sufficient space for the immediate wants 
of the office; but if the museum is to remain where 
it is, then certainly the whole of the upper floor 
of the new wing will be required for the models 
now in the office. The Commissioner also ex- 
|| presses his belief that, in view of the rapidly-in- 
| creasing business of the office, the present build- 
ing will be wholly insufficient for the purposes of 
| his bureau in three or four years, if not sooner. 
|| The Secretary of the Interior, from the best con- 
|| sideration he has been able to give the subject, 





|| advances the opinion that but a small portion of 
| the east wing will be required for the immediate 
wants of the Patent Office, and that the residue can 
| with great propriety be used for the accommoda- 
|| tion of the Sleciteanes of the Interior proper and 
the Indian Office. 

Mr. WALKER, Thecommunication just read 
s in answer to a resolution introduced by myself, 
| I desire to have it printed for the use of the Sen- 
|} ate, but wish to examine it before | make the mo- 
|| tion to print. 
| Mr. BA VIS, of Mississippi. Why not have it 
|| referred to the Committee on Public Buildings ? 
|| Mr. WALKER. Not now; let it lie on the 
|| table until to-morrow. 
|| The motion was agreed to. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 

Mr. SOULE presented the memorial of Joseph 
Bryan and George N. Sanders, asking that a con- 
tract may be entered into with them for the estab- 
lishment of a line of war steamers to the coast of 
Africa and Southern Europe, for the purpose of 
| carrying the mails, promoting commerce, the col- 
' onization of free negroes, and the suppression of 

the slave trade. 
Also, a memorial from the clerks employed in 
, the post office in the city of New Orleans, setting 
forth the inadequacy of their salaries, and asking 
that they may be increased; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. UPHAM. I desire to present a memorial 
of similar import from the same source, in which 
they say that, under the circular of the Pestmas- 
ter General of the 4th of September, 1850, their 
labors in the mailing and registering departments 
have increased threefold, while their compensa- 
| tion has been decreasing, owing to the commission 
| on letter postage being lessened, which lessons in 
| proportion their salaries. They ask Congress to 
| take their case into consideration and legislate con- 
tingently and protectively in behalf of themselves 
and their colleagues at their offices. I move that 
|| the reading of the petition be dispensed with, and 
that it be referr@d to the Committee on the Post 
|| Office and Post Roads. 

Which motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have ‘likewise received a 
memorial from the same quarter, and in relation 
|| to the same subject. I have also had my atter- 
| tion called to the matter by several very press- 

ing letters. I visited the Department in this city 
in relation te this business, and had a conversa- 
tion with the Auditor of the Treasury, who gave 
it as his opinion that the salaries were entirely in- 
adequate to the labors performed by this very 
meritorious and industrious class si-aens 1 
move to refer this memorial to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and call their 


it 
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apecial attention to the memorial, and request 
them toe take the whole subject into consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial from cit- 
izens of New York, asking the passage of an act 
empowering the courts to declare a patent illegal, 
oa repeal the same where proved to be so, in any 
suit brought to test the legaljty of such patent; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COOPER presented a memorial from Jo- 
seph Rodney Croskey, late American Consul at 
Cowes, in the Isle of Wight, in the year 1844, 
asking to be reimbursed one thousand dollars for 
extraordinary expenses incurred by him in sup- 
porting the dignity of the country; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, some seven or eight petitions from citizens 
of Pennsylvania, surviving officers and soldiers of 
the war of 1812, and others, asking that the mili- 
tary bounty land law may be so amended as to 
allow them in all cases one hundred and sixty 
acres; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, some eight or ten memorials from citizens 
of Pennsylvania, setting forth the great necessity 
that exists for a proper modification of the tariff 


of 1846, and asking that additional duties may be |) 


imposed on iron, coal, &c.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


- | 
Also, joint resolutions from the Legislature of | 


Pennsylvania, in favor of granting to the soldiers 


and sailors who served in the late war with Great | 


Britain and Indian wars the same quantity of || the compensation of chaplains in the Navy on the same foot- | 
bounty land as was allowed to those who served | 


in the war with Mexico; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of Amelia Dumas and Lou- 
isa Dumas executrix of Abigail Dumas, asking 


indemnity for injuries done their property by the || 


capture of a vessel and cargo by a French priva- 
teer in the year 1803, and carried into the Island of 
St. Jago de Cuba and sold; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition from thirty- | 


one citizens of the town of Bangor, in the State 
of Maine, asking the immediate repeal of the fugi- 
tive slave law; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of Hannah 
Webb, asking to be allowed an increase of pen- |! 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on || 


Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, presented a me- 
morial from citizens of Pennsylvania, asking a 
modification of the late bounty land law, which 
he asked might be read; and the petition was read 
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tion explanatory of the act entitled ‘* An act to | 
provide for the adjustment of land claims within | 
the States of Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, | 
and in those parts of the State of Mississippi and | 
Alabama south of thie 31st degree of north latitude, | 
and between the Mississ*ppi and Perdido rivers, 
approved 17th June, 1844, and the act revived by | 
said act,”’ reported back the same without amend- | 
ment, with a recommendation that it do not pass. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the Commit- | 
tee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the | 
bill to provide for the just settlement ofthe accounts | 
of John C. Bergh, late an assistant paymaster in | 
the army of the United States, submitted a report | 
in writing, which was ordered to be printed, rec- | 
ommending that the bill do not pass. 
Also, from the same committee, to which was | 
referred the memorial of A. W. Burns, assistant | 
paymaster, asking to be allowed a balance found | 
against him in the settlement of his accounts, sub- | 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to be | 


| printed. 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. SOULE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to in- 
form the Senate whether or not it would be expedient to 
surrender up the fort of Chef Menteur to the owner of the | 


| land on which it was erected. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution | 
for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency and propriety of putting 


ing as that of surgeons, or increasing the same on some 


| other basis; and if said committee shall be of opinion that | 
|. said compensation shall be increased, that they prepare a 
| bilLor propose some amendment of some bill to carry the | 


into effect. 
CLERK TO COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. 
The following resolution, submitted yesterday by | 
Mr. Norris, came up for consideration: 


Resolwed, That the Committee of Claims be authorized to 
employ a clerk from the commencement of the present ses- 
sion of Congress, to be employed during the recess in ma- 


| king a classified index and digest of the reports heretofore | 
| made on private claims, with such other duties as the com- | 
| mittee may require, at the wsual rate of compensation. 


Mr. NORRIS moved that the resolution lie over | 


| for the present; which was agreed to. 


INDIGENT INSANE. 
The engrossed bill making a grant of public | 
lands to the several States of the Union for the re- 


|| lief and support of indigent insane persons, was 


read a third time, and on the question, Shall this | 


|| bill pass ?— 


accordingly, and he moved to refer it to the Com- | 


niittee on the Pubiic Lands. 
Mr. FELCH adverted to the fact that the Com- 


mittee on the Public Lands had already been dis- | 


charged from any further consideration of these 
petitions. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Well, let it lie on || ton, Hunter, Jones, King, Mason, Rhett, Turney, Walker, 


the table. 
It was so ordered. 
Mr. WALKER. 
thodox in its character, signed by one hundred 
and seventy-two citizens of Orange county, New 


I have a — more or- 


Jersey, asking the free settlement of the public | 
jands; meaning that they be granted to actual set- | 


tlers in limited quantities who are not possessed 
of other lands. , 
The petition was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. CHASE presented a petition of the Indi- | 
ana Yearly Meeting of Anti-slavery Friends, | 
asking the abolition of slavery in the District of | 
Columbia, which he moved to refer to the Com- | 


mittee for the District of Columbia. 
On motion by Mr. BORLAND, it was ordered 
that it lie on the table. . 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was ordered || 


Jones have | 


that Captain Thomas. Ap Catesb 
leave to withdraw his memorial and” accompany- 
ing papers. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HAMLAEN, from the Committee on Com- 


_ merce, to which was referred House bill No. 287, | 


for the compensation of James W. Low and oth- 


ers, for the capture of the British private armed | 


vessel Ann, during the late war with Great Britain, 
reported back the same without amendment, and 
recommended its passage. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the joint resolu- 


| if we can get the Senate together at that hour. I || 
come here regularly at twelve o’clock, and wait 





} 
} 


Mr. YULEE demanded the yeas and nays; | 


| which were ordered: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Berrien, | 
Borland, Bradbury, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis of | 
Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Downs, Ewing, Greene, | 
Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, | 
Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sturgeon, | 
Underwood, Upham, and Wales—36. 


NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Cass, Davis of Mississippi, || 


Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Felch, Gwin, Hous- 


and Yulee—16. 
So the bill was passed. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 
The following order, submitted by Mr. Bancer 
on Monday, came up for consideration: 


“Ordered, That from this day, until the further order of 
the Senate, the hour of meeting be 11 0’clock a. m.”’ 


Mr. EWING. 


I am in favor of that resolution | 


until half past twelve, before we get organized. If | 

there is any hope that we shall meet at the time | 

specified I am in favor of the resolution. 
Mr. WALKER. 


from Ohio that this is the state of things. The 
hour of meéting is twelve, and we meet at half- | 
past twelve; if the hour of meeting were at eleven | 


| we should meet at half past eleven perhaps, and | 
| thus 


in an hour. 

Mr. EWING. If I was sure of that, I should | 
be in favor of the resolution, but I do not wish to | 
come here and wait half an hour every day. 

Mr. HALE. Iam opposed to the resolution | 
for this reason: It is holding out to the country | 
false pretences. TheSenator from North Carolina | 


' admits that if we agree to meet at eleven we shall | 


not do it. I am opposed to holding out to the | 


| country such false pretences. 





I think if we adopt the reso- |, 
| lution it will be the means of getting us here at 
\| twelve o’clock at least. 
Mr. BADGER. I would say to the Senator || 
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The question was taken on the resolution, and 

a division being called for, there were ayes 2% 

noes 24. , 
So the resolution was not adopted. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBES. 

The Senate next proceeded to consider the fo}. 
lowing order, which was introduced by Mr. Bap. 
GER: 

“Ordered, That each member of the Senate be supplieg 
with twelve additional copies of the Congressional Gjob, 
and Appendix of the last session, and that the Secretary 
cause the same to be bound.”’ 

Mr. BADGER. Since that resolution was jp. 
troduced, I have had a conversation with the pro- 
prietor of these works. The resolution was intr. 
duced withoutany conversation with him, or know}- 
edge by him, from the consideration of the import. 
ance of preserving, as far as practicable, the ver 
important debateg of the proceedings of the two 
Houses of Congress at the last session. I under. 
stand it will be doubtful whether he will be able to 
cupply the order at present. I move, therefore, 
that the resolution lie on the table for the present, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSENGERS DURING THE RECESS. 

The following resolution, introduced by Mr, 
Turney, next came up for consideration: 

Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered by the Senate 
the messengers be continued during the recess, whose duty 
it shall be to fold and transmit to Senators all public docu- 
ments ordered for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. TURNEY. I hope it will not be referred, 
I think there is a manifest necessity for some res- 
olution on this subject, and each Senator can judge 
of the re ene of such a resolution as well per- 
haps as the committee. We know that during 
the recess some persons should be in charge of 
the committee rooms, to preserve the books and 
papers; and the messengers ought to be retained 
for that purpose, as well as for the purpose ex- 
pressed on the face of the resolution. The prac- 
tice now is to discharge them at the close of the ses- 
sion of Congress, and then employ other persons to 
fold these documents. I do not see the necessity 
of discharging the messengers who are here in the 
service of the Government, who are responsible and 
known to the Senate, and then to employ others. 
Besides, I think it is but an act of justice to them 
that they should be continued. e employ them 
for three months in the year, and for the other 
nine months they are idle. 1 hope, if the Senate 
is not prepared to adopt the resolution now, it 
may be postponed to some future day; but I do 
not see the necessity of referring it to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HALE. My object in asking to have it 
referred to the committe was that we might be in- 
formed how many messengers would be wanted, 
and how long it would be necessary to employ 
them. This resolution proposes to employ them 
during the whole vacation, which will be nine 
months. Ifthe resolution is referred to the com- 
mittee, they can inform us how many will be 
wanted, and how long it will be necessary to em- 
ploy them. ‘ 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 

LIEUTENANT GENERAL. 

Mr. BERRIEN. If the morning business is 
through, I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill to regulate the fees of the attor- 
neys and marshals, and other persons connected 
with the courts of the United States. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope that will not be done. 
There are more important cases, and [ shall cer- 
tainly be bound to oppose the passage of that bill. 
I hope it will not be taken up this morning. 

r. SHIELDS. I crave the attention of the 
Senator from Georgia one moment. 1 am in favor 
of taking up this bill and having it acted upon, but 
there is a resolution which was repo by the 
Committee on Military Affairs some time ago, and 
if it is acted upon this session, I think it ought to 
be very soon, else it will not be necessary to call 
it up at all. It is a resolution authorizing the 
President to confer the title of Lieutenant General 
by brevet for eminent servicés. I want to have It 
disposed of. 1 merely want to have a vote on it, 
and I hope there will be no discussion. For m 
own part, I shall not say a single word. I will 
ask, therefore, the Senator from Georgia to with- 
draw his motion for a moment for the purpose of 
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taking this up, and 1 will ren 
up his bill, and join him in it, 
Mr. BERRIEN. tanding 
the expectation of the Senator from Illinois will be | 
realized, that there shall be no debate upon the 


question, or in the event of ite being debated that || 


and I will renew the motion to take i 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| and Means the army appropriation bill, that it 
| might be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union and printed. If the 


he will move to lay it on the table, so as to allow || House waited until reports were called for from 
this bill to be taken up, I will acquiesce. || the Committee of Ways and Means, in the regu- | 
Mr. SHIELDS. If it gives rise to debate, as I || lar call of committees, that committee would have 


sincerely hope it will not, I will consent instantly to ! to wait so long before it could report, that there || 


make it the order of the day for some future day. 
Mr. TURNEY. I will promise, for one, that 
] am not prepared to vote for a measure, in a time 





would hardly be time for the bill to be printed be- 
fore the House would be called upon to proceed to 
its consideration. 


of profound peace, to create an office which was 1 Mr.STANTON, of Tennessee, inquired wheth- 
| 


deemed inexpedient in the time of war. 
yote I shall expect to hear the friends of the meas- 
ure set forth some substantial and sound reasons 
for the creation of such an office in a time of pro- 
found peace. I cannot say whether it will lead to | 
debate or not, but I should like to be informed of | 
the reasons for it before I vote upon it. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I move to postpone all prior 


tion. act ' 
es BERRIEN. I beg to inquire whether it 
is the object of the Senator from Illinois, in taking 


Before I | 


| 
| 
i} 


er the call of the committees for reports was not 

in order? 

| The SPEAKER did not understand the gentle- 

| man from Tennessee as objecting to the introduc- 

| tion of the army bill. 

| Mr. STANTON said he did not wish to throw 

| any obstruction in the way of its introduction. 
Mr. BAYLY then, from the Committee of 


priations for the support of the Army for the year 
| ending 30th June, 1852; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to the Committee 


| 
orders for the purpose of taking up the resolu- Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 


up that resolution, to make ita special order for 
another day, or whether it be his object to enter | 
into a discussion which, as intimated by the Sen- | 
ator from Tennessee, must take place before a | 
yote is taken upon it? 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have already stated that if | 
any discussion take place, I will not insist upon it | 
to-day, but will take it up for the purpose of | 
making it a special order. But if there is no dis- | 
cussion I want to have a vote on it. 
beaten if there is a majority opposed to it; and if 
a majority is in favor of it, let it pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The resolution was read a second time, as fol- || 
lows: 


Joint Resolution authorizing the President to confer the title 

of lieutenant general by brevet, for eminent services. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the additional grade of lieutenant general be, and the 
same is hereby, created in the army, and that when, in the 
opinion of the President and Senate, it shall be deemed 
proper to acknowledge eminent services of officers of the 
army, in the mode already. provided for in subordinate 
grades, the grade of lieutenant general may be conferred 
by brevet, and by brevet only. 


Mr. ATCHISON. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion upon the table; and I make that motion as a | 
test vote, upon which I call for the yeas and 
nays. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Very well, let us have the | 


yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Borland, Bradbury, Cass, 
Chase, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Mississippi, 
Downs, Feleh, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Jones, King, 


Norris, Rusk, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, Wales, Walker, 
and Yulee—23. 


NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Ber- 
rien, Butler, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Dayton, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Ewing, Greene, Hunter, | 
Mason, Miller, Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, Rhett, Seward, | 
Shields, Smith, Soulé, Underwood, and Upham—28. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The resolution was then considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and a long debate ensued, in | 
which many Senators took part. It will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. 

The resolution was reported to the Senate, and | 
on the question of its engrossment for a third read- | 
ing, the yeas and nays were taken: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
Butler, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Dawson, Dayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 


Douglas, Ewing, Foote, Greene, Hunter, Mason, Miller, | 
Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rhett, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spru- | 


ance, Underwood, Upham, and Wales—32. 
_NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Borland, Bradbury, Bright, 
Chase, Davis of Mississippi, Downs, Felch, Gwin, Hale, 
Hamlin, Houston, Jones, King, Norris, Rusk, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Walker, and Whiteomb—20. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 13, 1851. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. The Jour- 
nal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. RISLEY asked and obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, for the purpose 
of reference to oné of the Executive Departments, 
the papers in the case of John Russell. 


Let it be | 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 
| dered to be printed. 


1] DEFICIENCY BILL. 


| back from the Committee of Ways and Means the 


| and an amendment to one of the Senate amend- 
ments. 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The bill was so referred. 

Mr. CROWELL asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN said that, before that resolution 
was read, he would ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the files, for 
the purpose of sending to the proper Department, 
the memorial of the citizens of Owen and Greene 
counties, Indiana, praying for a mail route from 
| Bloomington to Point Commerce. 

Leave was granted. 

Mr. BURT called for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Crowe] had asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer a resolution. 

The Crerk then read Mr. Crowe.’s resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War communicate to 
the House of Representatives a copy of the report and draw 
| ings of Captain Stansbury, of the corps of ‘l‘opographical 
| Engineers, of his expedition to the Salt Lake, in the Territo- 
ry of Utah, in 1849-’50. 

Mr. BURT objected. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. JACKSON, of Georgia, wished to correct 
the Journal with reference to his vote on the ap- 
peal taken yesterday from the decision of the 
| Chair. He found by the Globe of this morning 
that he was recorded as having voted in the nega- 
tive, on the motion to lay the appeal upon the 
| table. He had really voted in the affirmative. As 
it would not alter the result, he asked that the mis- 
take might be corrected. 

The SPEAKER said that the Journal would be 
so amended. 


INDEMNITY TO THE PUBLIC PRINTER. 
The SPEAKER stated, that th® regular order 
of business was the consideration of the report of 
the Committee on Printing on the memorial of 
Thomas Ritchie, and the pending question was on 
the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina, 


| 











structions. 
Kentucky (Mr. Marsuatt] was entitled to the 
floor. 

| Mr. McCLERNAND wished to know whether 
that was the immediate question before the House, 
and whether the pending question was not on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio? [Mr. 
|| Crowe. 

: The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 





Carolina moved to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions, and the gentleman from Ohio moved an 
amendment to the instructions. 

Mr. McCLERNAND raised the point of order, 
= the amendment to the instructions was not in 
order. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| Mr. BAYLY asked the unanimous consent of || 
With the understanding that || the House to report from the Committee of Ways 


523 





The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the amendment to the instructions is out of order. 
If the point of order had been raised yesterday, 
the Chair has no doubt that the amendment would 
have been ruled out of order by the occupant of 
the chair at the time, [Mr. Borp.] This bill is 
for the relief of a particular individual. The Chair 
has repeatedly ruled, during this session, in con 

| formity with the universal practice of the House, 
| that it is not in order to amend a bill or resolution 
for the relief of A, by appending to it a provision 
for the relief of B; and buta few days since, when 
an amendment was offered to a bill from the Com- 
| mittee on Private Land Claims, to add thereto a 


|| general proposition, the Chair ruled it out of order 


||} as an amendment to the bill. 


1 Mr. BAYLY said that he was directed to report 
|| deficiency bill, with sundry Senate amendments, | 


He moved that it be referred to the Com- | 


The question now 
is in reference to instructions, but the Chair holds 
that vrhere the House cannot amend a bill, it can- 
not instruct a committee so to amend the bill. 

Mr. CROWELL said that he intended to ap- 
| peal from the decision of the Chair, but that he 

would not ask for a vote on the appeal now, as he 
| did not wish to interrupt the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. ae) 

The SPEAKER said that the question could be 
disposed of when the gentleman from Kentucky 
had concluded his remarks. 

Mr. ASHMUWN ealled the attention of the 
Chair to the fagt, that although the first part of the 
resolution remted to the relief of an individual, 
the latter part of it affected the general system of 
public printing. 

The SPEAKER said that he would examine 
| the point of order more critically before the vote 
| was taken on the appeal. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I have occupied the time 
in attempting to show that this contract secured 
by this contractor was originally procured without 
any intention to execute it. I shall not multiply 
proofs upon that point, butI shall proceed at once 
to answer some of the considerations which have 


‘| been presented by my collearue [Mr. Moreneap 
I y g 


[Mr. Burr,] to recommit the resolution with in- | 
On this motion the gentleman from | 
g 


in favor of granting the relief prayed for. It wil 
be observed that my colleague alleges, according to 
his reported remarks in the Globe, as the first 
consideration which should induce us to pass 
these resolutions, the delay which existed at the 
commencement of the last session of Congress in 
the organization of the House, accompanied by 
| the allegation on his part that Mr. Ritchie was 
| compelled to keep in his employment under pay, 
| and idle, during that delay, about one hundred 
| hands. I take issue, emphatically, on this point. 

The allegation is utterly disproved by the testi- 

mony presented to the committee, and I will seek 

to enlighten this House on the subject by reading 
| testimony presented to the committee by Mr. 


Ritchie himself. 1 read from the evidence of Mr 
John Bowen, who is the superintendent or fore- 
|| man of the composing-room in the Union office 
Pr , 
and who was examined before the committee at 
the instance of Mr. Ritchie himself. He says: 
** There are about twenty-five compositors in the office 
+| on Congressional work ; the numberhas been as great as 
twenty-eight. There are sixteen compositors at the news- 
paper.’ 
There is a very great disparity between that 
| and a hundred hands under pay. Now, I go one 
step further. They were not under pay at all 
when idle. This foreman of the office tells us 
what is the custom of the office. He says: 
|| There was a furlough at one time at the Union office 
of a portion of the hands ; and the cause of it, witness says, 
| was, that the presses could not return the letter to keep the 
compositors employed, in consequence of the large number 
of each document to work off. The first part of the Patent 
Office report was the only document that was stereotyped. 
The second part of the Patent Office report has not yet been 
commenced, and witness does not know whether it is to be 
stereotyped or not. Thinks it will make a volume about 
the size of the first part.” 

That shows to the House that, when the hands 
were idle; they had a ‘* furiough;”’ in other words, 
that if there was any loss, it was to fall on the 
| journeymen printers, and not on the employer. 

The second consideration which my colleague 
{[Mr. Moreneap] urges upon this House why 
they should grant this relief is, the inability of 
| those contractors vo procure their pay for the work 
‘done. Well, sir, if you will examine the testi- 

mony, that point also vanishes like frost-work be- 
fore the sun. You passed the deficiency bill in 
May, arid both the pay-clerk of this Hause and 
the Secretary of the Senate were examined before 
| the special committee in July; and although it is 
|| pretended that there was an inability on the part 
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of these persons to procure their pay, up to July, 
at the time these parties were examined before the 
Committee, there had been no application what- 
ever for the pay. 

Mr Dickins says: 


—seeenaippaaamatante eaiaiamentaniaetaaineatttiss a ncaceninnreamnccccmntimiitiltertas 
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««Mr. A. Diekins, being sworn, says: Iam Secretary of 


the Senate. Al! money paid by the Senate passes through 
my hands. 


at » ol i ; e atiti | . : 
Che chairman having read a clauce from the petition of || party is disbanded. 


William M. Belt to both Houses of Congress, wherein he 
sets forth, as an exeuse for delaying the work, that he could 
have received no money until the passage of the deficiency 
bill, 

‘Mr. Dickens said: Since the passage of the deficiency 
bill Belt has applied for no money. None of the contract- 
ors for printing have applied for money, nor have they pre- 
sented any bills. There is money in the contingent fund of 
the Senate, and has been ever since the passage of the de- 
ficiency bill—sufficient, | suppose, to pay the printers.” 


go on with this contract for want of their pay, | 


while at the same time they went for months with- 
out making any application for it. Mr. Robb’s 
testimony, (the pay-clerk of the House,) given be- 


Bays: 

‘‘Mr. Robb was sworn. I am the pay-clerk of the House 
of Representatives. I have paid out no money for public 
printing. I have not been asked to pay any. 
know thatthey have presented any bills. 

‘There is money inthe contingentfund. The deficiency 
bill passed nearly two months since. No application has 
been made to me for pay for printing sincé ghe passage of 
tat bill, (the deficiency bill.’’) 


|| whether it be that of the 


I do not | 
I have seen none. | 


And now I will read the testimony of Colonel | 


Mc Wixtie, taken also before the same committee, 
and which throws some light upon the same 
j01nL— 


Mr. McDONALD (interposing.) I wish to 


ask the gentleman from Kentucky, whether the || 


Congressional printing is paid for out of the con- | 


tingent fund of the House? I understand that the 
statement which he has read is from the pay-clerk 


of the House, charged with the contingent fund | 


under the Clerk of the House. 
understand whether any Congressional printing is 
paid for out of that fund? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understand that all the 
Congressional printing is paid for out of the con- 
tingent fund, 


Mr. McDONALD. No, not a dollar of it. 


Now, | want to | 


Mr. MARSHALL. Yes, sir; I understand | 


that it is all paid out of the contingentfund. But 


if the gentleman rises for the purpose of asking | 


me a parton to answer it himself, he might have || paper, for the ink; the allowance charged for the 


‘ ; '| wear and tenr of the presses, &c.; and, excepting 
i now proceed, sir, to read from the testimony || the rents paid for the building, there is not an ac- 


spared the interruption. 


of Colonel McWillie. He says: 


“The committee have made no calculation as to the cost | 
of any work delivered, as no contractor has rendered an | 


aecount requiring the calculation. Witness heard Mr. 
Borland request Mr. Ritehie to bring in the accounts for 
printing, that the calculation of the cost might be made. 
Heard no reply that is remembered, as witness left them in 
the midst of the conversation. 
indisposition then to bring them in.”’ 


Mr. Ritchie manifested an indisposition to pre- 
sent this account in order that the calculation of 
the cost might be made. 
contractors pretend, and while my colleague [Mr. 


Mr. Ritchie manifested an | 


Moreuean| repeats, as a consideration which | 


should be urged before this House, to induce us 
to grant the relief which is prayed for in this case, 


that the contractors were unable to get their pay, || 


we find that after the money was supplied there 
was no application, and that the committee, when 


they called for calculations, were met by a manifest | 
' 


reluctance to make the necessary estimate. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, while I protest against the | 


admission of the doctrine, as a guide for our pub- || letter from John T. Towers, and he states that he 


le conduct, which is laid down Py the gentleman 


from Maryland, [Mr. McLane,] and by those | 
who would indemnify a public employee in the | 


nature of a contractor for any loss that may occur 


as 4 guide to our public conduct, yet, admitting | 


its soundness for a moment, | present another 
proposition: that if we have to indemnify him 
against loss, in order to measure the extent of the 
indemnity we must know the amount of the loss. 
But we are told here, when we attempt to ascer- 
tain the loss, that no paper calewations willdo. I 
will tell you why it will notdo  Beeause this is.c 
bare-ficed attempt to pension the Union netwspaper 
upon the Treaswry of the United States. That is the 
reason why paper calculations will not do. 
are told here that the accounts of the newspaper 
and the accounts ef the public printing are so con- 


We. 


' 


i} 
U 


| the first act of the Union party is this pensioning || 
| of a party newspaper upon the Treasury. What || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the gentlemen on this side of the House vote for 
this bill, or rather for these resolutions, I want 
them to go before their Whig constituencies who 


sent them here, ard tell them that they are par- || 
| ticeps in a transaction of this sort. 


Voice. The Whig party is disbanded. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I am told that the Whig 
Well, then, let them go be- | 
fore their Union constituncy and tell them that 


is there to give complicity to this transaction that 


| we cannot ascertain the loss? 


| pica, in bourgeois, in brevier, or in minion type; 


My colleague has taken the trouble to investi- | 
gate the amount of work done by the public print- | 


‘| ers, the number of volumes, and the number of 
And yet these men pretend that they could not , 


pages. Now, these pages are printed in small 


and the rates for all these various types are speci- 


| fied. 


: ‘ | ing office in this city who cannot tell you, accord- 
fore the same committee, is exactly thesame. He | 


You cannot find a single foreman of a print- 


ing to any scale of rates you may choose to fix, 


| or that of the basis of 1819, or any arbitrary rate 


we might choose to determine,—I repeat, that | 
there is not a foreman-in any printing office in this 

. ; | 
city who could not calculate the cost of this work. 


| [ean myself make such calculations. I have made 


| ments 
prea there are employed in the Union office, 


such calculations, and I believe their correctness 
has never been disputed. I made a calculation of 
the effect of this resolution on the compensation 
paid for the Patent Office report. If this resolution 
pass, I find that Mr. Ritchie will get $33,000 
more than he would be allowed under the contract. | 
This sum on a single work! Upon the first part | 
of the President’s message he would get some- 

where about $11,000. 
calculated the twenty-five millions of pages that 


my colleague says the public printers have printed, || 


there is no knowing what might be the amount of | 
pay that Mr. Ritchie would get over the prices 
fixed by the contract. 

The committee of which I was a member, Mr. 
Speaker, ascertained a great many of the ele- 
of cost. We know exactly how many 


10W many men are employed in press-work, and 


how much money is paid to each man for his work. || 
| We know how much, also, is paid for the work 


of the compositor; how much they pay for the 


| countant who could not take the data of which we | 


| Typographical Society, it matters not; we still 
/ can tell the amount of money paid for work, how || 
| much, on an average, every journeyman composi- 
| tor will earn, either by the week or by the day. I | 


So, then, while these || 





| the contractor must, at least, be able to tell the 


are in possession, and make an exact calculation 
of the amount of the losses. Whether the work- | 
men are paid by the ‘* piece,” asit is called, or by | 
the amount of work done, at the rates fixed by the 


‘ 


say that we have all the facts necessary to make } 
a calculation as to the amount of losses, and surely 


amount of his losses. If we commence by allow- | 


| ing this contractor compensation for losses he has || 


not sustained, no man knows where it will end. 

I had a letter placed in my hands this morning, | 
from one of the public contractors—a gentleman 
with whom I am altogether unacquainted—and in | 
this letter he remonstrates against making an ex- | 
ceptional allowafice to Mr. Ritchie, unless there | 
be an allowance to all the public printers. [tis a 


has performed his contract faithfully and diligent- | 
ly; that there has been no complaint made, and | 
that the rates Mr. Ritchie has been allowed, are | 


: ; cur | already above those allowed to him. 
to him—I say, while I protest against that doctrine |, 


Several Memsers. Let the Clerk read that | 
letter. } 


The Crer« then read the letter, as follows: 


Wasnineoton, February 13, 1851. 

Dear Str: I perceive by the proceedings of the House | 
of Representatives of yesterday, that the Committee on | 
Printing have proposed to compensate William M. Beit, | 
the contractor br the second, fourth, and fifth classes of | 
the printing of the present Congress, (Thomas Ritchie be- | 
ing the ostensible contractor,) at prices above those provi- 
ded for by his contract. Why this invidious discrimination 
should be made in Ais beohel/s I can see no reason or jus- | 
tice. “ Equal justiceto all, and special favors to none,” | 
should be the ground-work of every legislative act, es- 
pecially under a Government whose principles recognize 
no difference in the position of its citizens, except that 


'| called for. 


'| once admit the doctrine. 


By the time that we have i 


} 
| . . 

] tify ourselves if we change the system. 
' 


‘| contract would involve these 


‘| er we shall indemnify them a 


aia 13, 


fused that you cannot separate them. And when || based on merit. I therefore respectfully ask that you wit) 


| do the justice to aid in preventing any discrimination bo. 
| tween the pay which Mr. Ritchie is to receive and that of 
the contractors for the other classes of printing for the sume 


|| Congress. 


‘ 


| [Lam the contractor for the first class of the ? 


; oe 7 rinting for 
| the present Congress, consisting of the bills an 


joint reso. 


|| Jutions—probably not o¥er five per cent. of the whole 


amount of printing—and claim to have fuithfully fulfitieg 

my contract, both as to the quality of the work, and the expe. 

dition with which it was required, and ata less proportional 
price, compared with the prices of 1819, than Mr. Ritchig 
| has already received by his contract. 

That [ have “ satisfactorily executed all my engagements 
under the contract,”’ and “ with all possible dispatch,” | 
| respectfully refer to the report of the printing investigating 

committee of last session, and to the officers of the two 
| Houses of Congress; and, indeed, to the members them. 
| selves, for whose special use this class of printing is de. 
| signed. For these reasons, I ask that no discrimination bg 
| made, 
| With this I send you a copy of the’report of the investi. 
| gating committee, which you will please take care of yyti 

Very respectfully, yours, &c., 
| Hon. H. MarsHau.. JOHN T. TOWERs, 


| When we commence this s rstem of indemnity 
| against the losses of our public printers, how are 


i we to tell where we are to stop? Why shall we 
ypographical Society | 


not extend the practice to contracts in the Post Of. 
| fice Department? Why not te contracts in the 
| Navy Department? Why should not we extend 
| the practice to indemnifying for losses that have 
| occurred by an act of Providence, or from unavoid- 

able accident to any of our public contractors? | 
| say that there is no end to this practice, if we 
There will be no end to 
_ the drafts that will be made upon the Treasury of 
| this country. 

I tell gentlemen who say that the opposition to 
this resolution arises from considerations apart 
from the facts, that I oppose it because I do not be- 
lieve that Mr. Ritchie is entitled to relief. I say, 
independently of the manner in which this party 
| got the contract, that I oppose this resolution be- 
cause I consider the contract was obtained for the 
| purpose of breaking up the contract system. 

I said yesterday, and I repeat it again, that the 


|| object of these parties will be gained, whether you 


| revert to the basis of 1819, or put the contract down 


'| at a reduction of ninety-five per cent. on the rates 
| of 1819. They want to force you to change the 


law, not by openly repealing it, but by passing an 
act utterly inconsistent with it. They cannot 
come before this House, and the country, to ask 
| us, and we cannot go before the country and jus- 
' Wecan- 
| not do this when an individual comes here with 
| his case, and it is shown by indisputable testi- 
| mony that he is attempting to break through the 
law by the force of our party predilections. 
| For myself I have never adwi the moment 
| that | would not have agreed to let these people 
| off from their contract. I said during the last 
| night of the last session of Congress, that if this 
eople in a serious 
loss, and they desired to be relieved from the fur- 


|| ther performance of it, that I was willing to ex- 


tend that relief to them by at once releasing them 
and their securities from any further performance 
of their contract. But the question now is, wheth- 
mst loss. Ad- 
mitting that they ha¥e sustained losses, the ques- 
tion is, Shall we break through the law, shall we 
change the basis of the law—the custom of the 
Government—by saying to these men that all 
the work that has been done shall be paid for at 
rates fifty per cent. off those fixed by the law of 
1819? All that these parties want is, that Con- 
gress shall return to the law of 1819; and before 
another Congress shall have passed over our heads 
they will be to the armpits in the Treasury. 
| __I draw no distinction between the editor of a 
Whig pepe and a Democratic editor, for I believe 
that they have all been involved in the desire to 
abrogate these contracts, with a view of breaking 
down the economical system which is practiced 
| by the Government. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, (inter- 
posing.) I understand the gentleman to say that 
these printers have never shown any disposition 
to be released from their contract. The gentle- 
man will allow me to say that early in February 
last these contractors wrote to Senator Bor- 
land, chairman of the Senate Committee on Print- 
ing, proposing to give up the contract; but Con- 
gress took no action on the subject, and on the 
9th of August they withdrew their proposition. 
They ‘ore did all they could to relieve them- 
selves of the contract. 











oo MARSHALL. I understand all about that 


correspondence. I wish I had time to. pay my re- 
«pects to it. lL invite the attention of the House, 
in answer to the statement of the gentleman, to a 


single point in the testimony of Mr. Hamlin, the | 


chairman of the Committee on Printing of the Sen- 


ate. Propositions were addressed to the various | 


rinters of this House—to Mr. Rives, Messrs. 
Gales & Seaton, and the rest of therm; and after 
they had answered, the committee reported on the 


subject. Here is Mr. Ritchie’s bearing, and it 


will show whether he had any intention to giveup | 


his contract, except upon the basis of a return to 
the law of 1819. 
Mr. Hamuin swears— 


"« Shortly after these reports were made to the Senate, | 


Mr. Ritchie said to me, ‘ Mr. Rives shall not do any of the 
work. He has already a contract under the Government, 
out of which he is making a large sum of money, and I 


will do the present printing at any loss rather than he | 


should have it.”’ 


Now, what sort ofga disposition does that | 
What sort of language is that to use if | 


. ? 
evince? f 
reply to the chairman of a committee of Congress, 
that committee being intent on relieving him? 
That he does not intend to be relieved unless he 


can be relieved according to his understanding | 


with his brother printers. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, (again 
interposing,) made some remarks, which the Re- 
porter was unable to catch distinctly. He was 


understood to say that the contractors bad un- | 
qualifiedly agreed to give up the contract, and that || 
Mr. Ritchie was not the contractor, but that || 


Messrs. Trenholm & Belt were the contractors. 
Mr. MARSHALL. By the by, talking about 


Mr. Trenholm, he is not an. applicant for relief. | 
When the chairman of the Committee on Public | 


Printing introduced his resolution, wy had he 
not in it taken care of the case of Mr. Trenholm? 


Why are Mr. Trenholm and Mr. Towers to be | 


jut upon a different basis to that on which Mr. 
Ritchie is proposed tobe placed? What sort of a 


system of ‘‘ fast and loose’”’ is tlfis, which makes | 


fish of one and flesh of another? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, (again in- 
terposing,) requested Mr. Marsna tz to yield him 
the floor; but— 


Mr. MARSHALL said, I would prefer pursu- | 


ing my own course, without being subject to in- 
terruptions that only tend to throw me off me 
train of argument. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is quite as able as | am, | am sure, to form 
an opinion as to whether he had a right to give up 
his contract or not. I have but a few moments 


left, and in that time I propose to recapitulate the || 


positions that | have maintained. 

In the firs®place, I say that there wasa design— 
well known even to the journeymen printers about 
this city, and before we convened here in Con- 
gress—to break up the contract system. There 
was an expectation, not only on the part of jour- 
neymen printers, but among persons generally, 


that Mr. Ritchie would look to Congress for re- | 


muneration for what he thought was a bad or a 
ruinous contract directly after 1t was obtained, and 
before he commenced its execution. It was proved 
before our committee that h@gave expression to 
such a sentiment directly after the bid. Secondly, 
1 think that there was an impropriety on Mr. 


Ritchie’s part in standing in the attitude of a pub- | 


lic contractor with his name signed as a security 
to the bond. If he had intended to become a con- 
tractor, the bids ought to have been in his own 
name, and the bond also; because when he puts 
his name as security to a bond, and we know that 
he is the sedans party whose interest is in- 
volved, it does not require a very deep knowledge 
of ethics to characterize the transaction. 

But what will be our attitude before the count 
when it is known, by testimony which I shall col- 
late and publish in connection with my speech, that 
before we convened here every journeyman printer in 
this town knew how we were to legislate? Should 
our legislation run quatuor pedibus with their antici- 

ations? There is another proposition which I 
ave held, It is, that this combination existed 
among the metropolitan printers, at least of the 


pected to interfere,) and that they agreed to use 


their influence with their friends in this Hall to 


change the basis on which the public printing is 


done; and calculated, by the use of that influence, 


to produce the desired result upon legislation. And 
weare now called upon te break down a system that 








| 
Union and Intelligencer, (the Republic was netex- | 
| 








| has been established after mature reflection, in order 
| to meet the wishes Of those gentlemen, and to put 
| it on a basis on which they think they can make 
| money. Another proposition that I maintain is, 
that no loss has been shown, and that no loss can 
be shown; that when you separate the public 
printing from the political newspaper, it is impos- 
sible to show a loss. I am free to admit that I do 
not think afy great profits can be shown. Another 
proposition is, that if we intend to adopt the prin- 
ciple of indemnifying 

{Here the Chairman's hammer fell, the gentle- 
man’s hour having expired. 

Mr. HOLLADAY said: I should not, Mr. 
Speaker, trespass upon the attention of the House, 
but tor the fact that | was the humblest member of 
| the special investigating committee of which the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Marswatc] and 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr} 
were members. But differing in opinion with 
both of these gentlemen, I have felt it in some 
manner incumbent on me to state to the House 
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actual amount of prinung which has been exe- 
cuted, and which - been delivered to Congress, 
is greater than was ever executed before by any 
other contractor within the same time. That, if I 
have not been misinformed, is the truth upon this 
subject. Is it not a refutation of the charge, that 
these contractors have deliverately and designedly 
neglected to perform their duty, for the purpose of 
breaking down the contract system? 

My honorable friend from Kentucky [Mr, Mar- 
SHALL] overlooks some of the testimony taken be- 
fore that committee—one-sided testimony as it 


was—that went to show that there was never 


) greater diligence and energy in the execution of 


| why I differ from them, and the reasons for the | 


vote which I shall give on this occasion. But be- 
fore I go further permit me to say, that those gen- 
tlemen have rested their arguments chiefly upon 
| the testimony taken by that investigating commit- 
| tee. Now, i desire to say to this House that, in 
my judgment, a large portion of that testimony 
can furnish no safe basis for the judgment of this 
House, for the reason that by far the greater por- 
tion of that evidence, indeed almost all of it, was 
taken ex parte, in the absence of the persons chiefly 
interested in it, who had therefore no opportunity 
of cross-examining the witnesses, or - rebutting 
their testimony, by the evidence of other witnesses. 


terests of Mr. Ritchie and his contractors were 
most deeply involved, conducted in their absence. 
And not only was this done, but the privilege was 
| denied the contractors of being present and cross- 
examining the witnesses before that committee. 
It is not my intention to cast the slightest imputa- 
tion upon the members of the committee, or upon 
the witnesses who testified before it. But this 
| House cannot safely rely upon testimony taken 
under such circumstances, to come to a just and 
fair judgment upon this question. Nor shall I 
rely at all upon what, in my mind, I may con- 
ceive to have been the covert purposes of these 
contractors. My honorable friend from Kentucky 
{Mr. Marsuatt] ascribes to them purposes and 
acts that have not been proved to be entertained 
| by them, and bases his opposition to this measure 


purposes. 

Now, sir, I apprehend that in a case like this 
we should do precise and exact justice to the par- 
|| ties concerned; and if you suppose, for argument’s 
sake, that there was a covert purpose entertained, of 
which this House was cognizant, I ask if it is a 
sound principle that this House, in the adminis- 
tration of its power, should do injustice, because it 
believes that the parties intsoeneed have entertained 
improper purposes? Sir, [ do not recognize it as 
|a sound principle of legislative action, that we 

should salen to do justice because the parties inter- 
ested have in our judgment secretly harbored pur- 
poses that we do not approve of. [t is not a sound 
principle of action for this body. It is one I can- 
not recognize. 

But what are the facts? It is true that there have 
have been delays, great delays in the printing. 
But they have been attributable ghiefly to the ac- 
tion of Congressitself. And let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to some of the reasons for that de- 


| 


was not organized for nearly six weeks after the 
commencement of the session. That was the cause 
of great delay. The amount of public printing has 
been increased: that was another cause of delay. 


|| the neglect of the contractors. 
|| organization of Congress, it was provided by law 
'| that documents of a specitied size should be bound, 


and this binding has led to the most extraordinary 
delays. All these — then are attributable, 
and properly attributable to the action of Con- 
gress itself, and not to any neglect of duty on 
| the part of the contractors. But what has been 
| done by those contractors, admitting that there 
has been delay—a delay which has been felt 


Here, then, was an investigation in which the in- | 


of relief on the idea that they entertained these | 


vublic printing, than has been exhibiied by Mr. 
Ritchie That is the testimony of men who have 
been engaged in the work—and not only is it the 
testimony of the workmen who are engaged in 
the execution of this contract, but of the very 
identical workmen who have been engaged in exe- 
cuting the public printing under the various con- 
tracts for twenty years past. 

Well now, Mr. Speaker, upon what ground, 
then, may this contractor reasonably expect relief? 
He has a right to expect it for this reason, that 
not only has Congress itself been the cause of the 
delays which have been complained of, but that 
Congress has so acted in eonnection with this sub- 
ject as to throw upon the contractor every portion 
of the work which would be most onereus, and 
which would yield him the least compensation, 


| but has withheld from him that portion of the 
work from which his profits were to be expected: 


There are many classes of work which are under- 
taken at low prices. But some sort of documents, 
for instance, those like the opinions of the Supreme 
Court, belong to a class of work which gives higli 
prices. But the contractors have not received for 


| that work the price which they believed they were 


entitled to under the contract. They have received 
a less price than was believed to be due them under 
the contract, according to the opinion of gentle- 
men who are eminently qualified to form a judg 


| ment on this subject. 


Mr. Speaker, there was one job which those 
contractors conceived themselves to be entitled to, 
which would have yielded them a very handsome 
profit, and would, perhaps, have made up their 
osses on other classes of the work. I refer to the 
printing of the census,—not the blanks, but the 
document itself. The contractors had a right to 
expect that they would have the execution of this 


_ work; for, with one single exception, the public 


printer of Congress has always had the printing 
of these documents; and on that occasion the pub- 


| lic printer claimed the right, but a controversy 


arose on the subject between him and the Secre- 
tary of State. It was expressly in proof before 
this investigating committee that the contractors 
relied upon the fact that the public printer, with a 
single exception, always had the printing of the 
census documents, and that the estimates upon 
which the bids were made on this occasion were 


| based upon the fact that the census would be de- 


lay, which J shall do very briefly. This House || 
|| pect to realize a profit. 


Both of these causes are attributable in no way to | 
Not long after the | 


|} tention of the Hou 


which was never done before. Hundreds and hun- || 
dreds of thousands of volumes have been bound, | 


| ut at once; and liberal relief it was. 


| of the cen8us has not been given to them. 


| livered to them. But, Mr. Speaker, the printing 


The 
truth, then, is, that they have been required to per- 
form, and have performed, all those classes of 
printing which yield the lowest price, aod that are 
the most onerous, and that all that portion of. the 
printing from which alone they could be expected 
to make profit has been withheld from them; and 
that all the printing upon which large profits could 

| be made has been executed by others. 

Congress has deprived these contractors of the 
only two classes of work on which they could ex- 
Congress cannot, there- 
fore, expect rightfully to enforce this contract when 
| it has Lemtivel the contractors of the only work 
| upon which they could have expected to make any 
| profit. I have but little respect for the peseaent 
| to which the honorable gentleman (Mr. Mar- 
| s#aLc] alluded yesterday. I wish to call the at- 
to this subject for a moment. 
At the last session, a complaint was made to this 
House that the gentleman who prints the Con- 


gressional Globe, (Mr. Rives,) was losing money ~ 


| in consequence of the protracted session of Con- 
gress. There was no allegation that he had net been 
paid eens what was bargained for; and yet 
this House, without debate—without opposition, 
gave him the relief for which he asked. They gave 
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done because Congress had not fulfilled its part of || as a man of veracity and strict integrity, he is 


the contract with Mr. Rives. There was no alle- 
ome that it had not 


stronger case was referred to in the committee: 


orn it to the letter. | 


| 


j think it was in the Twenty-seventh Congress, | 


Gales and Seaton were then the public printers, and | 
per | 


had engaged to do the work at prices twent 
cent. less than the prices of 1819. They said they 


were losing money; and Congress at once passed || 
n resolution granting to them the relief they asked, | 
by giving them the prices of 1819, without any || 


reduction. 


In this case, there was nothing in the || 


shape of an allegation that Congress had done the || 


contractors any wrong. There was no complaint 


| formation. 


without a blemish. 


PERe CORGRESSIONAL “GLOBE. _ 


, 


| 


Mr. McCLERNAND said: I wish to make an | 


inquiry. 


I have heard some questions relating to | 


the publie printing, about which I wish some in- | 


sion of Congress a resolution was passed author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause to be printed the Report on Commerce and 
Navigation, and that, in executing the order, the 
Secretary of the Interior gave the job’ to Mr. 


I understand that during the last ses- | 


Gideon, or somebody else, out of which he has | 


made a profit of some $15,000. 


|| whether these are the facts of the case? 


that Congress had done anything to make the || 
compensation less than the contractors had reason 


to expect. 
one which presents itself more strongly to our 


sense of justice than either of the cases referred to, | 


Why, in all respect and kindness, I ask my hon- || of entering into this debate. 


The case now before us is, therefore, || 
facts were so. 


orable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsnatt,] | 
who addressed the House to-day, why it is that || 
with these precedents fresh in our memories, with | 
these facts known to every member of this House, | 


that he should seem to invite this spirit of party, | 
in which we are to participate in making up this 


judgment? Sir, | apprehend that if we intend to 


dispense justice upon this occasion, all party spirit | 


, cussed on both sides, and thatthe minds ofthe mem- | 
bers of the House are made up in relation to it. | 


I wish to know | 


Mr. HOLLADAY was understood to say that | 


he had no knowledge upon the subject. 


Mr. BAYLY was understood to say that the | 


Mr. ASHMUN. 


of the business which the public interest demands 
of us, that we have spent sufficient time in discuss- 
ing this question. I believe it has been clearly dis- 


| I therefore move the previous question. 


had better be excluded; that spirit would tend to || 


blind our judgments, and not assist us in coming 
to aclear and impartial decision in the case. 
Mr. COBB, of Alabama, (interrupting,) said he 


wished to ask whether Mr. Ritchie was allowed | 
to appear before the committee, and examine wit- 


nesses when the testimony was taken? 
Mr. HOLLADAY. He was not. 
Mr. COBB. Was it refused him ? 
Mr. HOLLADAY. It was. 


self of the poviege. ‘ 
Mr. COBB. Had the witnesses been discharged 
at that time ? 


He made appli- | 
cation, but it was expressly refused that he (Mr. | 
Ritchie) should appear before that committee and | 
examine witnesses. The investigation progressed | 
several months in the absence of Mr. Ritchie. |) gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Crowe] moved to 
After the examination in chief had been comple- |, 

ted—at almost the last of the session—the com- | 


mittee gave him permission, and he availed him- | 


The SPEAKER. 


Iouse, that a resolution was introduced 


| by the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Mc Win- 


LIE, ] containing two sections, both having reference | 
| to the public printing. 


The first section proposes 
to change the mode of compensating the public 
printers; the second makes 


| to auditing the accounts of the printers during the 


| recess, 
| South Carolina [Mr. Burr] to recommit the reso- 


It has been moved by the gentleman from 


lution to the Committee on Public Printing, with 


| instructions in reference to the mode of compen- 


sating the public printers for their losses. The 


amend the instructions by adding a provision for 


| the public printers of the last Congress. The 


| Chair rules the amendment to be out of order. 


Mr. HOLLADAY. The witnesses had been || 


dismissed? 
Mr. COBB. That is what 1 wanted to know. 
Mr. HOLLADAY, (in continuation ) 
not say anything more about this spirit of party, 


except that on an occasion like this, when the | 


House is called upon to dispense justice—simple 
justice—I think that spirit of party had better be 
disregarded, 


I will | 


It 


|| is not in order as an amendment to this resolution, 
| to provide for the claim of another individual; and 


he thinks that it is not in order to instruct a com- 
mittee to report an amendment to a bill or resolu- 


| tion which the House itself is not competent to 


amend. The Chair stated that it has been the 


| uniform practice of the House, not only during 
| the present Congress, but in all former Congresses, 
| that it is not in order to add to a bill providing for 


Mr. ASHMUN here asked permission to make | 


a remark; but 

Mr. HOLLADAY refused to yield, and con- 
tinued: Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that whether 
this Congress will regard any principles of justices, 
or whether they will regard the precedents which 


have been heretofore established, they cannot re- || 
fuse the relief which is asked for upon this occa- | 
sion in behalf of these contractors, without pro- | 


claiming to the world that they no longer act 
upon principles of equal justice to all men, 
deny to this contractor that measure of justice 


which you have given to other contractors—to | 


other undertakers. The circumstances in those 


| lution, 


the relief of a private individual, a provision for the 
relief of another private individual. If this prin- 
ciple were to obtain, all the private bills on the cal- 
endar could be attached to this section of the reso- 
The Chair has therefore ruled the amend- 
ment to be out of order. From that decision the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Crowe xt] appeals. 


The question now being, Shall the decision of the 


| Chair stand as the judgment of the House ?>— 
Mr. WHITE demanded tellers; but they were | 


not ordered. 
The question was then taken, and the decision 


You | of the Chair was sustained. 


The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question; and on a division there 


| wasa second. 


cases did not appeal so strongly to us for relief, |, 


as do the circumstances of this case. 
I will say nothing in regard to the imputations 
which have been made against these contractors, 


, demanded the 


that they engaged to work for less than cost, for | 


the purpose of breaking up the contract system; 
because it was equally the interest of all parties 
to break down this contractsystem. I have noth- 
ing to say in regard to the motives of the parties 
concerned in making this contract; I cannot look 
into the human heart; I can only look into the 
facts which are knewn to me, and the evidence 


which I have heard. There is no proof whatever | 


that that was the purpose of The contractors, and 
in fact, the manner in which the work has thus 
far been executed is a refutation of the charge that 
such was their purpose. As far as Mr. Ritchie is 
concerned, it is but just to say, that there is nota 
particle of testimony which connects him with 
such a design. It is due to him to say, that what- 
ever views may be entertained of his political opin- 
ions, or of his political conduct, that throughout a 


long life his reputation as an honorable gentleman, | 


| Clarke, Golcock, 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
iay the resolution on the table, and on that motion 
as and nays. 

Mr. Mc WILLIE asked if it would be in order 
for him to speak in opposition to the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table? 

‘The SPEAKER replied that it would not be in 
order until the main question had been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Stevens to lay the resolution on the table, and 
resulted—yeas 90, nays 110—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Bennett, 


Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, 
Burrows, Burt b 


Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, Dickey, 
Dixon, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eliot, Alexander Evans, 


| Nathan Evans, Fowler, Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, Gil- 


| well, Root, Rosey Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Schoolcraft, | 


bert, Gould, Halloway, Hampton, Hay, Henry, Houston, 
Howe, Hunter, William T’. Jackson, 


Marshall, Matteson, McQueen, Meacham, Daniel F. Miller, 
Moore, Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Ogle, Orr, Otis, Peaslee, 
Phelps, Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rock- 


Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 


I do not rise for the purpose | 
I think, sir, consid- | 
ering the limited time we have for the performance | 


The Chair will state in rela- | 
tion to the question of order which is now pending | 
| before the 


rovision in reference | 


utler, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, | 


ulian, Kerr, George | 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, | 





| Fitch, Fuller, Gerry, Gilmore, Gorman, Gre 





Thurman, Toombs, Van Dyke, Vinton, W y 
worth, White, and Wilmot—90; Lae ee 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Ashmun, Averey 
Bay, Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bocock, Bowlin, Boyd, Breck’ 
William J. Brown, Buel, Bullard, E. C. Cabell. Jose! 
Cable, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. Caldwell, Clingman, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Danner, Deberry, Dim. 
mick, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, 
’ 


‘ en, Grinnelj 
Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham ¢’ 


Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond 
Hibbard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Inge, Joseph w’ 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jonos 
Leffler, Levin Littlefield, Job Mann, Mason, MeClernangf, 
McDonald, McDowell, Robert M. MeLane, MeMulley’ 
MeWillie, Meade, John K. Miller, Millson, Morehead’ 
Morton, Olds, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peck, Penn, Phen; 
Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, gay’ 
age, Sawtelle, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick p. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex’r H. Stephens, Strong, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Jaynes 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Underhill, Venable, Way. 
den, Waldo, Watkins, Weliborn, Whittlesey, Wildricy 
Williams, Wright, and Young—110. : 

So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

The question recurred, **Shall the main question 
be now put?”’ which’ main question was first op 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Burt.] 

The question was put, and the main question 
was ordered. 

Mr. MeWILLIE, availing himself of his right, 
under the rule, to close the debate, said: Mr. 
Speaker, it is not “ purpose, sir, to trespass 
pe the time of this House by making a speech 
of anhour. I shall say nothing but whatI believe 
to be pertinent to the issue. 1 will not utter one 
word which I do not believe to be true, either as 
a matter of fact or argument. I trust that, with 
this promise of brevity, the House will give me 
its ear, while I state what I believe will conduce 
to the ends of justice. 

Mr. Speaker, I have ae ry the resolution 
lying upon your table, and I did so in pursuance 
of the instructions of the committee of which | 
am a member, upon the conviction that the reso- 
lution was a just one, and upon the conviction 
that the relief asked for should be granted. Sir, | 
approach this subject as an individual, and feeling 
asaman. I have but one conscience and one re- 
sponsibility. Asa member of this House, | feel 
it is my bounden duty to grant the relief asked for 
in this individual case. Let me ask the members 
of this House, if an individual member of this 
House had made such a contract, would they dare, 
in the face of public opinion, to enforce it? The 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] who 
spoke first on yesterday, referred to the case of 
Shylock. This would be a case worse than that 
of Shylock. Shylock was the creature of the 

oet’s brain, and the principle upon which Shy- 
ock acted has been consigned to everlasting in- 
famy. He asks in that contract where the pound 
of flesh is required, for the execution of the promise, 
but in that case Shylock had not the proposition 
of his debtor offering to poy the debt before due, 
and asking for release. In this instance the con- 
tractor came forward at the very beginning of the 
execution of this contract, praying Congress for 
relief, or for a discharge from that contract. Sir, 
if I had made a contract with a mechanic to con- 
struct a house, for Which I had agreed to give him 
$5,000, and soon after the commencement of this 
contract he should discover that this house would 
cost him $10,000, and pray me to increase his 
price or release him from his bond, if I held him 
to that contract, before high Heaven I would fear 
to have my wife and children sleep in that house, 
lest fire might consume them and it, or the house 
might fall and crush them. 

Sir, at the commencement of this matter, Mr. 
Ritchie sued to and implored this House to be re- 
lieved from his contract—or that a new arrange- 
ment should be made. - But the House did neither 
one thing nor the other. Nothing was done until 
the very close of the session. Yet he went on, 
and faithfully and diligently performed the print- 
ing of this House according to his contract. He 
transacted his business with this House with a 
fidelity and dispatch, as the testimony before the 
select committee shows, that was never shown be- 


fore. 

Sir, ought we not to give him, for the faithful 
services he has rendered, the relief he asks for’ 
Ought we to insist upon the strict execution of 
this contract to the very letter? Sir, it is a principle 
of every law, human and divine, that justice should 
be tempered with mercy. We are bound to do 


justice, and in the same precept which inculcates 
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this idea we are ordered to love mercy. We H 
ought to do to others as we would wish, under | 
similar circumstances, others should do to us. If | 
there be a fact on earth proved, it is the fact that 
the present contractor has not received for his 
work anything like its value. Mr. Rives, an ex- | 
rienced contractor for this House, has told us 
in his testimony before the select committee, (and 
as 1 have it in my hands I will read it,) ‘‘that the 
contract for the printing of this House could not 
be executed for less than thirty-three and one third 
per cent.’’ discount from the prices of 1819—one | 
third deduction. Now we have proposed to pay 
Mr. Ritchie only one half the price of 1819. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting. ) his testimony will 
be explained by referring to Mr. Rives’s card, pub- | 
lished in the Globe of this morning. I would like || 
to answer him upon this point, by reading what 
bears upon this point. 

Mr. MeWILLIE. I will not allow it to be 
read, or allow such testimony to come before this 
House. A man shai! not explain his oath, by a 
letter or statement not under oath, to the prejudice 
of another, who is an open enemy to him. Sir, 
it is not only Mr. Rives who has testified to this 
fact, but Mr. Wendell, the printer for the last 
Congress, gives you similar testimony. Mr. 
Wendell tells you that his bids were under sixty- 
six and two-thirds per cent. under the prices of 
1819. He tells you that he lost $18,000, and that it 
would require eleven per cent. to indemnify him, . 
as it brought his compensation down to fifty-five 
and two thirds per cent. 

Well, now, Mr. Speaker, it is*in proof before 
that very same select committee, that he did not 
execute his work within ten or fifteen per cent. as 
well as it had been done by Mr. Ritchie. Mr. 
Gordon tells you the same thing; and every parti- | 
cle of his testimony which has been presented is || 
to the effect that the compensation which we rec- 
ommend to be given is much less than what he is 
entitled to for services rendered. We should not 
be willing to give less. The position of this Gov- 
ernment towards its citizens ought to be paternal, 
and we ought not to assume the attitude of an 
oppressor and tyrant, and sacrifice every victim | 
which we can get upon our altars! I trust not. | 

Mr. Speaker, we have not only the testimony | 
of witnesses taken upon oath before the commit- | 
tee, but I have here a report made by a committee 
of this House in 1846, upon the subject of public 

rinting, and they tell us that the printing for this | 
Boag cannot be executed for less than forty-five 
per cent. upon the prices of 1819. 

Now, with this view of the subject, is there a 
doubt that fifty per cent. will not give to Mr. Ritchie 
more thana just compensation. I think there can 
be nodoubt about it. My friend from South Caro- | 
lina, (Mr. Orr,] who has private griefs with Mr. 
Ritchie, may think otherwise. 

Sir, | am not a printer, as he is. I know noth- 
ing of public printing. I have never been in any 
form connected with the press. But I ama buyer 
and reader of books, and if this contract can be 
executed upon these terms which the gentleman 
states, I will say that I, nor any member of this || 
House, ever bought a book ingwhich we were not | 
cheated. I never heard of such prices—a book, | 
octavo size, of nine hundred pages, at thirty cents 
avolume. The calculations of that very commit- || 
tee would allow the Patent Office report, which has || 
been published, but nineteen cents per volume of | 
six hundred and twenty six pages. 

Now, there is something wrong about this. \ 
There was not an estimate of capital—there was | 
not an estimate of wear and tear—there was some- | 
thing wrong, for the work cannot be done for the || 
money. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been frequently asked 
why it is that the committee have reported a re- | 
duetion of fifty per cent. upon the prices of 1819? 
Why are these prices of 1819 always brought up 
in this House? It is because these are the only || 
prseee about which we know anything certain. || 

ou will find that every witness who has testified || 
before the special committee of this House, referred 
his estimates to the standard of the prices of 1819? 
The select committee, who reported formerly upon 
this subject, say that forty-five per cent. upon the | 

rices of 1819, would be a fair reduction. Mr. || 


} 


+. 





ives, in testifying before the select committee, | 
says that the reduction was thirty-three and a third || 
per cent. upon the prices of 1819. And so every 
Witness testified who was called up. 








| may do, good or bad. 


| given to him. 
| 1819, you would find language there which we 


| pographical Society of t 
' provisions embodied in technical language: 


| Pearl, 41 cents: 


| than compensate Mr. Ritchie. 
| that any one who will look at the testimony can 
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I generally am able to give a reason for what I 
If the committee had re- 
pores in any other form, their report would have 
yeen entirely unintelligible. What do the mem- 
bers of this House know about brevier prices, and 
the various technical forms used by printers? Sup- 
pose the committee had tndertaken to say 


——s what should be given for the work done 
9 


y Mr. Rit@hie—the precise compensation to be 
By referring to the resolution of 


could all understand. 
But here is a scale a adopted by the Ty- 
us city, in which you find 


* Prece Worx.—l. All works done inthe English lan™ 
guage, common matter, from Pica to Minion, 31 cents per 
1,000 ems ; Minion and Nonpareil, 37 cents ; Agate, 39 cents ; 
Diamond, 50 cents. 
the blank after it, and the foot line, in all cases, to be 
counted as three lines. An en, in length or width, to be 
counted an em; if less than an en, not to be reckoned. 
Above Pica to be charged as Pica.”’ 


Now, sir, if we should have made a report using 


| this technical lancuage, who would have under- 


stood it? We meght as well have made a report 
in Arabic or Chinese. Buta reference to the rates 
ef 1819 everybody would be supposed to under- 
stand and know something about. If we were to 
make estimates, varying ten, fifty, or ninety per 


something about what we were doing. If you es- 


| tablish a new basis, you will again be deceived, 

_and you will know nothing about your duties. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another matter || 

| which has been pressed upon us. It has been asked 


us, why did we not report a specific sum to Mr. 


resolution of the gentleman from South Carolina 
{Mr. Burt] proposes to refer the resolution back 
to us, directing us to report to this House—the 


| rule work, figure work, the ems, and prices, and 


all that kind of matter, when you had this morn- 


_ing a resolution offered to order the work hereaf- 


ter to be done. Why, ~'r, the work already or- 
dered by Congress—I meai: at the last session—is 
not yet completed, and much of the work this ses- 
sion is not yet even ordered. 

Whether it will embrace ten thousand volumes 


| or two hundred thousand volumes, as at the last 


session, we cannot tell; and to send the resolution 


|| back to the committee to give this information, 


would be an absurdity, for it would be impossible 
to give it. 

Mr. BURT, (interrupting.) I would be glad“if 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Me Wiute} 
would state to the House how he knows, or how 
Mr. Ritchie knows, that fifty per cent. from the 
re of 1819 would compensate him? How does 
ne know that he has lost at all, except by facts 


which could be reported in particulars? If Mr. 


|, Ritchie has lost, he must know why he has lost. 


Mr. McWILLIE. This question is very easily 
answered. I have given my answer already. | 
have given it in the words of Mr. Rives—in the 
words of Mr. Wendell—in the words of Mr. Gor- 
don—in the report of the select committee, and in 
the testimony taken before the committee. The 


|| committee raised in this House in 1846, said that 


forty-five per cent. was the greatest reduction that 
could be made on the price. It was impossible 
for the committee to give the particulars in any 
other form than in the resolution. 
not done yet, and the loss, therefore, cannot be 
precisely estimated, and it was necessary to es- 
tablish some general principle—some general basis, 
with a view to some approximation of the truth. 
Sir, there is nota man upon this floor who, in 
his heart, believes that fifty per cent. will more 
I do not believe 


question that fact a single moment. But we are 
told that we ought not to relieve Mr. Ritchie— 


| that we ought to hold him to his bargain—and 


that the contract system will be violated. 


My fri:nd over the way from Kentucky, [Mr. | 


Marsa t,]} who last spoke, has made an appeal 
to the Whig party. M. 


tain that | really belong to any party. 


| certain that | am a Democrat, although I was 


brought up one, and have always acted with that 


rty. I may be rejected from the party, because | 


certainly do not agree with Mr. Ritchie, the 


editor of the Democratic party organ, which || introduced. 


The head line, with | 


|| Ritchie? Why did we not make out Mr. Ritchie’s | 
| accounts, and submit them to this House? The 


The work is | 


| cent. from the prices of 1819, we should know || 


r. Speaker, 1 am not cer- | 
I am not | 








is to be pensiofied upon the Treasury. In the 
| present confusion of parties it is hard for a 
| man to find to what party he belongs; but I still 
| think myself a Jeffersonian Democrat. Sir, I 
| know that I am not a Whig, a Free-Soiler, or 
| Abolitionist, and I know, too, that I am not one 
| of the present so-called Union party. I hear of 
; no Union party North. 1 hear of it in Missis- 
| sippi, in Georgia, and in some of the southern 
States. I hear of no such party North. I do not 
like this sectional organization. I desire to be a 
| national politician, according to the fashion of the 





|| times. Permit me to appeal to the national feel- 


| ings of this House. 
Mr. LEVIN, (interrupting.) I congratulate 
| the country, then, Mr. Speaker, on an accession 
of strength to the Native American party. The 
honorable gentleman from Mississippi is certainly 
| & party-man, and as he is neither a Whig nor 
| Democrat, an Abolitionist or Free-Soiler, he must 
have become a Native American. [Laughter.} 
Mr. McWILLIE. I bee the wentieman’s par- 
don for having omitted the Native American party. 
[Laughter.] 
| Well, Mr. Speaker, we are told again, for di- 
| vers reasons, that Mr. Ritchie should not be com- 
pensated. My friend from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] says he should not be compensated, for the 
| reason that he took the contract to keep another 
Democratic organ from being established here. 
In addition to that, he thought that it would be a 
good bargain, and that was the reason why he 
took it; and he seems to have taken it to break up 
the contract system. My friend over the way 
[Mr. Marsuaz] seems to think that he togk the 
contract for some other reasons—to build up here 
a central influence, and corrupt this Government. 
All of these reasons cannot be true. Truth is 
always single. Some of these four propositions 
are false. Which is true? Why, if Mr. Ritchie 
be an honest man, which I have never heard ques- 
tioned, they are all untrue. I would ask for evi- 
| dence, that any of these motives operated upon 
the mind of Mr. Ritchie. I was astonished that 
my friend from Kentucky, {[Mr. Marswaut,] who 
last addressed the House, dwelt upon the argu- 
ment which he did. I really could account for it 
only upon the supposition that he was suspicious, 
| and was jealous of the action of this House, lest 
it might grove favorable to Mr. Ritchie. You 
know that to a **jealous”’ mind ‘*trifles light aa 
air are confirmations strong as proofs of Holy 
Writ.”’ I can give the gentleman credit for sin- 
| cerity, upon no other ground than in supposing 
| that his understanding was perverted orl 
| picions. 
W hat is the evidence now that Mr. Ritchie was 
intending to break down the contract system? It 
| was that Mr. Trenholm, or some workman em- 
| ployed by Mr. Ritchie at some time or some place, 
God knows where, said that Mr. Ritchie wanted 
to break up the contract system. Now, my friend 
| knew very well that Mr. Trenholm has madé no 
declarations which, in any court of law or equity 
upon the face of the earth, should operate to the 
prejudice of Mr. Ritchie or Mr. Belt. There is no 
oriority or connection proved between Trenholm, 
elt, and Mr. Ritchie. Why, sir, I venture to 
say, if you respect such testimony, there is no 
pressman, or any person connected with the pub- 
| lie press in this city, who will not express the 
identical opinions which Mr. Trenholm did. Why, 
there is not a magistrate’s couft in this Distriet— 
there is not a magistrate’s court in the world, 
where upon such testimony you could find a ver- 
dict against Mr. Ritchie for five dollars. The 
truth is that the testimony is utterly incompetent, 
and ought to have been ruled out. On Having thas 
got a clew to the fact, they ought to have sent and 
| brought Mr. Trenholm, and proved his connection 
with Mr. Ritchie. Sir, Trenholm has testified that 
he was in this city.” This select committee omit- 
ted—for what reason it is not for me t#say—but 
| they omitted to present to this Hgpuse the best tes- 
| timony which the case permitted. They presented 
that which is no testimony in fact, and upon which 
they ask you to find a verdict. Well, the only 
witness to that pointwas Mr. Trenholm, who has 
nogonnection with this case, but was a contractor 


11s sus- 





on a different matter to the amount of three thou- 
sand dollars for printing the Journals of this House, 
and who has faithfully executed his contract. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there was another witness 
refer to Mr. Seaton. Well, now, 
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I happen to know more about thet matter than my 
honorable friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- 
suatt.} Mr. Seaton’s connection with this mat- 
ter, as testified before the committee, was in Feb- 
uary last, and that conspiracy to break down the 
contract apelatts if it was ever entered into, must 
therefore have been entered into more than a year 
before. You might as well chargea man with be- 
ing an accessory before the fact, a year after the 
crime was committed, as implicate Mr. Seaton in 
this afiair. Why charge Mr. Ritchie with this 


conspiracy for Gales and Seaton’s action in regard |! 


to this matter? The cogtract had been made more 
than a year before the Mme in reference to which 
Mr. Seaton testifies. 

Now, it does seem to me, that most, if not all 
the objections which have been urged against Mr. 
Ritchie’s claim are very slight. Itis true, a letter 
was laid upon your desk and read this morning, 


God knows for what effect it was intended, though || 
it is very evident it was hoped it would have an 


effect upon our action in this House—f it was not 
so, why was it introdaced? Now, | appeal to you, 
whether it is proper to introduce such testimony 
here, to influence our action, when we are holding 
a solemn inquest upon the rights of an individual. 
Why was the letter sent here? Mr. Towers 
has sent no memorial to this House; he has made 
no complaint of being a loser; on the contrary, 
he has been repeatedly appealed to, and has ex- 
pressed himself perfectly well satisfied with his 
contract, and expressed his intention to go on 
and execute his contract. 


My friend from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] I | 


think it was, yesterday referred to the bidding of 
last Saturday. It was also referred to and com- 
mented on yesterday by the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. phone) the object of which 
was to show that Mr. Rives had bid off something 
lower than the fifth class of matter under Mr. 
Ritchie’s contract. But what does it amount to? 
Is it not known that Mr. Rives, upon that very 
occasion, stated that many of the bids would not 
pay for the white paper upon which they were 
printed; and did not Mr. Rives also say upon this 
occasion, that this whole affair of bidding was 
but a gambling operation for the census printing? 

suppose this might have been his object in his 
action un this occasion. This is the only legiti- 
mate construction I can give which is jn any way 
creditable to Mr. Rives. If 1 were to make im- 
putations—if 1 were to undertake to give the rea- 
sons which might be imputed to him—if I were to 
undertake to sean the motives which operate on 
the human heart—I might say that Mr. Rives did 
this for the purpose of making a point upon Mr. 


Ritchie; but [ do not say that these were his mo- | 


tives. He might have been influenced by other 
reasons; and when honorable motives can be im- 
puted to a man, I never impuie dishonorable 
ones, 

Now, gentlemen on this floor have spoken with 
rreat apparent earnestness about holding Mr. 
Litchie to the very letter of his contract. Why, 
this Government has twice violated its part of the 
contract, by not being ready to pay when money 
was due. It may not have been asked for—lI be- 
lieve it was not asked for—but it was none the less 
the duty of Government to have paid it prompt- 
ly, in accordance with its contract. We should 
remember that we are in a position where the 
contract cannot be enforced, while Mr. Ritchie is 
in @ position where itcan be; and should we, who 
oceupy the vantage ground, enforce our contract 
upon this arbitrary rule of action? I trust not. 
it would be incompatible with justice—with the 
magnanimity which ought to characterize our 
legislative action. 

But, sir, we have precedents in this matter. 
My friend from Kontak »(Mr. MarsHaut,] who 
has just addressed the House, has given us a pre- 
cedent, My friend from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Onr,}] weo addressed the House on yesterday, 
has given us a edent. These gentlemen both 
mete at the last’ session to relieve Mr. Rives from 
his contract. That gentleman, finding that his 
contract with this House was‘’a losing one, makes 
hie statement to us, arid the House generously 
changes his contract and gives him indemgity 
enough—more than to cover his losses, 

Now | ask—I appeal to gentlemen, why is it 
that Mr, Ritchie is to be made the victim? Can it 
be because he is a Democrat? Can it be because 
he stands in an attitude of political hostility to 
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| many persons upon this floor? Sir, the contract 
system does not ask for such sacrifices. The 
_ country does not ask for sich sacrifices. We 


| should do justice and love mercy. I} 


Mr. MARSHALL (interrupting) asked if the | 
_ gentleman from Mississippi, in his poe re- 
marks as to his vot® giving additional compensa- 
tion to Mr. Rives, referred to the resolution ma- 
king appropriation for paying Mr. Rfves for pub- 
| lishing the debates of Congress in the Globe? 

Mr. McWILLIE. Yes. It was not only in | 
the case of Mr. Rives that this was done. «It was | 
done in the case of Messrs. Gales & Seaton, 
whose contract with Congress was originally twen- 
ty per cent. less than the prices of 1819, but who | 
were relieved by Congress from that deduction, 


and were paid the full price of 1819. This was just || 


twice as much as this resolution asks for Mr. 
Ritchie. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, is this right, that we should 
| make fish of one and flesh of another? Are not 
all citizens of the Republic entitled to even-handed 
| justice at the hands of this House? Sir, what 
would be the effect of refusing to adopt this reso- | 
| lution? Why, it is to turn this old man of three 
| score years and ten upon the world,and leave him 
| penniless, without the slightest provision for his 
wife and helpless family. Sir, f admit that. this 
| House has the power of making him a victim; and 
| though he may be bound upon the altar, some | 
, Other hand than mine must be found to use the 
sacrificial knife. Before Heaven, as an individual 
or as a politician | will never do it. 
The question recurred on Mr. Burr’s motion 
to recommit the resolution with instructions. 


Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, called for the yeas | 


| and nays, which were ordered; and being taken, 
| resulted—yeas 109, nays 91—as follows: 


| YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, 
Andrews, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Booth, Bowie, Briggs, 
| Burrows, Burt, Butler, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, Casey, 
| Clarke, Clingman, Coleock, Cole, Conger, Corwin, Crowell, 
Dickey, Doty, Duer, Duncan, Dunham, Eliot, Alexander 
| Evans, Nathan Evans, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Freed- 
| ley, Gentry, Gerry, Gilbert, Gott, Gould, Halloway, 
| Hampton, Harlan, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Houston, Howe, 
Hunter, W. T. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Julian, Kerr, 
George G. King, James G. King, John A. King, Horace 
Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McGaughey, Finis E. McLean, 
McQueen, Meachain, Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morris. 





|| Morrison, Nelson, Ogle, Orr, Otis, Peaslee, Phelps, Pheonix, 


Pitman, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, 
Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schenck, 
| Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Thad- 
| deus Stevens, Stetson, Taylor, Thurman, Underhill, Van 


|| Dyke, Vinton, Waldo, Watkins, Wentworth, White, 


| Wildrick, and Wilmot—109, 
| NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Ashmun, Averett, 
| Bayly, Beale, Bell, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Bullard, E. 
| Carrington Cabell, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Dan- 
| ner, Deberry, Dimmick, Disney, Edmundson, Ewing, 
| Fuller, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grinnell, Hall, Hammond, 
| Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
| Haymond, Hibbard, Holladay, Holmes, Howard, Joseph 
W. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
| Jones, La Sere, Leffler, Levin, Littlefield, Job Mann, 
Mason, McClernand, McDonald, McDowell, R. M. Mc- 
Lane, McMullen, McWillie, Meade, J. K. Miller, Millson, 
| Morehead, Morton, Olds, Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Peck, 
| Penn, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, 
Ross, Seddon, Shepperd, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, 
| Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, Sweetser, ‘Thomas, James 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, Venable, Walden, Wal- 
ines Wellborn, Whittlesey, Williams, Wright, and Young 


So the joint resolution was recommitted to the 


| Committee on Priming with the following in- 
structions: 


** "fo inquire ard report whether Mr. Ritchie has execu- 
| ted the public printing, having regard to the quality of the 
| work and to time, agreeably to his contract, and what sum 
| he has lost by his contract.”’ 

Mr WENTWORTH moved to reconsider the 
| vote by which the resolution was recommitted, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
| which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY said that there was a communica- 
| tion on the Speaker’s table from the Secretary of 
| the Navy, designed for the Committee of Ways and 
| Means, in reference to a subject now before that 
| committee. He asked that it might be taken up 
| and referred. 

| The communication, which related to a naval 
| depdét at New Orleans, was so referred. 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspended, 
and the House resolve itself into Committee of 
, the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BUEL wished to know whether, if the 

House refused to resolve itself into Committee of 


| 
| 
i 
| 
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the Whole on the state of the Union, it would 

_ be in order to move to proceed to the consideration 
of the business upon the Speaker’s table? 
The SPEAKER replied that it would not, 


Mr. BUEL asked if the order of business woulg 


_ not then be the call of committees for reports? 


The SPEAKER stated that it would; the morn- 
ing hour had not yet commenced. 
r. BAYLY demanded tellers on his motion. 
| which were ordered, and Messrs. Sawre.ir and 
Cavin were appointed. 
And the question being taken, the tellers report. 


| ed—ayes 88, noes 47. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Meany 

| in the chair.) 
Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee proceed 


| to the consideration of the deficiencies bill, and the 


Senate amendments thereto. 
Mr. DUER moved that the committee take up 
the river and harbor bill. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I rise tog 
question of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gentle. 
| man from New York is out of order, as there is , 


|| motion néw pending, that made by the gentleman 


from Virginia, [Mr. Barty.] 
Mr. DUER. Well, I give notice that I will re 
| new my motion if his motion is voted down, 
[Loud cries of ‘* Order!” and great confusion. } 
Mr. SCHENCK. [rise toa question of order, 
| The river and harbor bill being the first general 
| appropriation bill on the calendar, it is in order, 
leubhoer and confusion. ] 

Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. [I rise to a point 
of order, and I call the attention of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Duer,] and of other friends 
| of the river and harbor bill, to my point of or- 
| der 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi. I rise to 
another point of order. No debate is in order. 

{Loud cries of ‘*Order!”’ and increased con- 
=) 

_ Mr. McLANE. The point of order I submit 
Ise 

| The CHAIRMAN. There is already one point 
, of order submitted by the geritleman from Ohio, 
{Mr.Scuencx.] The gentleman from Ohio raises 
the point of order that the river and harbor bill 1s 
the first business in order. 

Mr. McLANE. Will my friend from Ohio 
| withdraw his point of order? 

Mr.SCHENCK. Very well, I will. 

Mr. McLANE. The point of order I submit 
| is, that it is not in order for the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. ee to move to take up the 
river and harbor bill, while the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. Barty] is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has already so 
decided. 

Mr. McLANE. We can vote down thé mo- 
| tion of the gentleman from Virginia, and then it 
will be in order. [Loud cries of ‘‘Order!’’) 
| Mr. DUER. I content myself with giving no- 
| tice, under the decision of the Chair, that if the 
| committee refuse to take up the bill proposed by 
| the gentleman from Virginia {shouts of **Or- 
| der!” 
| Mr, BAYLY. And I give notice that it is re 
garded by the Administration as exceedingly im- 
| portant that this deficiency bill shall pass at once. 
Legaieer and loud eries of ‘* order’’ and ‘ ques 
| tion, ”’} 
| Mr. DUER asked for tellers on Mr. Bariy’s 

motion; and they were ordered. 
| Messrs. Fowzer and Tuomas were appointed 
tellers, and the question being taken, they pro- 
ceeded to count the vote; but, owing to the con- 
fusion which prevailed in the Hall, they were un- 
able to agree, anda new count was ordered. 
| The question was accordingly again taken, and 
the tellers reported—80 in the affirmative, 101 in 
| the negative. 
So Mr. Bayiy’s motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. BAYLY obtained the floor, and moved that 
the committee take up the Military Academy ap- 
| propriation bill. 
| Mr. DUER. I thought that Phad the floor. I 
"had the floor, and my motion was postponed until 
'the motion of the gentleman from Virgina was 
| disposed of, but it is in order afterwards. ; 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s motion 

was out of order, and was so ruled fe Chair. 

Mr. DUER. I supposed that after having once 
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